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An Abstract of an MA. Thesis e n t i t l e d 

•A STUDY OF ROMAN GOLD COINS FOUND IN BRITAIN AND THSIR 

IMPLICATIONS. 

My research has centred around two ohjacts, namely a study 

of the longevity of aurei and a consideration of the economy, 

p o l i t i c a l and s o c i a l l i f e o f Roman B r i t a i n i n so f a r as t h i s can 

he deduced from the evidence of gold coin d i s t r i h u t i o n . The 

r e s u l t s have heen concrete enough i n the f i r s t category to j u s t i f y 

the claim that aurei c i r c u l a t e d f o r many years as a r u l e . Results 

i n the second and more diverse section of my thesis have 

necessarily led to more tenuous and dehatahle conclusions and 

opinions. 

I t has heen possible to c o l l e c t s t a t i s t i c s on the d i s 

t r i b u t i o n of Roman gold coins i n B r i t a i n from which I have deduced 

a series of theories regarding the economic, p o l i t i c a l and social 

spheres of Roman B r i t a i n at various stages i n the province's 

h i s t o r y . Hoards and s i t e - f i n d s have been studied i n i s o l a t i o n and 

together i n order to gain a l l possible information. Geographical 

d i s t r i b u t i o n seems f a i r l y even over the whole country with a 

moderate bias towards bulk-volume i n the south-east. North-south 

d i f f e r e n t i a l s e x i s t at a l l periods and appear to f l u c t u a t e with 

m i l i t a r y movements and economic growth and decline, both of which 

are of prime importance i n studying t h i s d i s t r i b u t i o n p a t t e r n , 

I have also considered gold coins from Ireland and gold 

pieces used f o r j e w e l l e r y . These two topics form b r i e f appendices 

to the main theme of the thesis and serve to i l l u s t r a t e something 

of i t s w i d t h . A f i n a l appendix discusses the use of numismatic 

evidence by Sir George Macdonald and evaluates some of h i s methods. 
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PART ONE. 

THE LONGEVITY OF AUREI. 

During the f i r s t three centuries of the Roman occupation 

of B r i t a i n the composition of hoards combining aurei and denar i i 

generally observed one basic r u l e . The l a t e s t gold issues ante

dated the l a t e s t s i l v e r , except i n the case of the remarkable 

Sull y hoard, to which more a t t e n t i o n must l a t e r be given. To con

sider f u r t h e r the implications of the statement outlined above, one 

needs adequately recorded examples, A s i g n i f i c a n t point emerges 

at the outset when one looks f o r suitable hoards with which to de

monstrate and study the hypothesis. Of a t o t a l of nine such com

bined hoards eight are from Northern B r i t a i n and one from the Midlands, 

The f a c t that none have been found representing t h i s period 

i n Scotland need not surprise us as aurei seem to have been scarce 

there, s i m i l a r l y the absence of gold - s i l v e r hoards from Wales and 

the south-west of B r i t a i n i s predidable i n view of the small number 

of aurei found there, p a r t i c u l a r l y so i n Wales, a fact which makes 

the S u l l y hoard even more f a s c i n a t i n g . This i s the only mixed 

hoard i n B r i t a i n of i t s pa^iod where the l a t e s t , and indeed a l l the 

gold postdates the s i l v e r . There does, however, tend to be some 

doubt i n my mind about the t o t a l absence of go l d - s i l v e r hoards of 

f i r s t t o t h i r d century date from south-east B r i t a i n , As w i l l be 

seen f o u r t h and f i f t h century hoards of l i k e composition do occur 

there; from considerations of the economic development of the 

region under Roman administration one can conceive the p o s s i b i l i t y 

of several g o l d - s i l v e r hoards being concealed there during the f i r s t 

three centuries of the Occupation, 

Having discussed the d i s t r i b u t i o n of the hoards i n question, 

I w i l l go on to consider t h e i r contents and the data to be gained 
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from them. I n choosing to study the hoards i n chronological order, 

I am not making an a r b i t r a r y decision. This w i l l allow us to trace 

a p a t t e r n through the series of hoards and i t w i l l show how genera

t i o n s of hoarders successively followed, or were obliged to f o l l o w , 

s i m i l a r t r a i t s when forming mixed hoards of aurei and d e n a r i i . I n 

each case the r e l a t i v e dating of the hoards i s governed by that of 

the l a t e s t emperor represented by d e n a r i i . 

The f i r s t group of coins f o r consideration was found at 

Brean Down i n Somerset. I t i s a p o s s i b i l i t y that the coins do not 

i n f a c t form a hoard. I n order to preserve my chronology I must 

begin w i t h these pieces. F i r s t , I w i l l quote from the source where 

I gained my sparse information;-

"Some coins jFound under the t u r f include gold pices o f 

Avigustus, Nero and the Elder Drusus."^ 

Though we are not e x p l i c i t l y t o l d so, the coins may i n f a c t 

form a hoard of gold and other metals. I f so, we are s t i l l a t a 

loss i n the absence o f d e t a i l s concerning the dates of any d e n a r i i 

present. I n f a c t , but f o r the need to present a f u l l survey of 

the a v a i l a b l e evidence, one could only j u s t i f y reference to these 

coins by remarking on the r a r i t y of gold of the Elder Drusus; I t 

i s not recorded elsewhere i n B r i t a i n as f a r as I can ascertain. 

Moving on to the Shap, Westmorland, hoard, we again f i n d 

that the d e t a i l s necessary f o r the present purpose are not recorded. 

This serves to i l l u s t r a t e a problem which w i l l recur. The hoard 

i s stated to have contained nineteeh aurei and f i v e hundred and 

eighty d e n a r i i . Although given a terminus ante-quemn as being Pre-

Trsganic, and a terminus post-quenn as being formed of imperial 

coins the hoard's only other d e t a i l s seem to be that the pieces 

were mainly those of Vespasian and Domitian. Thus t h e - v i t a l i n 

formation regarding the r e l a t i v e dates of the aurei and d e n a r i i i n 
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the hoard i s not recorded. We are thus reduced to speculation and 

can reach no d e f i n i t e conclusion. 

The Thorngrafton hoard allows more scope f o r theory and 

deduction. I n t h i s case f u l l d e t a i l s are available and can be 

summarised here. The hoard, i n a bronze arm-purse, contained three 

a u r e i , one each of Claudius, Nero and Vespa)sian, together with s i x t y 

d e n a r i i ranging from those of the l a t e Republic to four "mint fresh" 

pieces of Hadrian. I n view of the condition of these l a t e s t coins, 

i t can r e a d i l y be accepted that the hoard provides a glimpse of the 

normal Hadrianic currency. This has more than one i n t e r e s t i n g 

i m p l i c a t i o n , f o r instance i t reinforces the statement that Republican 

d e n a r i i c i r c u l a t e d at least u n t i l Hadrian's r e i g n . 

But f o r the present purpose i t i s enough to consider the 

significance of the hoard with regard to the r e l a t i v e dating and age 

of aurei and d e n a r i i present together i n hoards. The difference i n 

time between the l a t e s t aureus (Vespasian) and the l a t e s t denarius 

(Hadrian) i s considerable. I t would be as well to establish as 

f a r as possible whether t h i s hoard i s l i k e l y to be t y p i c a l of the 

Hadrianic period i n respect of i t s a u r e i . I n other words, can any 

reason be found to counter the theory that the three aurei were 

current when the purse was l o s t . At f i r s t sight i t may seem that 

common sense denies any p o s s i b i l i t y of the n o n - v i a b i l i t y of the a u r e i , 

why should they be kept i n a purse with current de n a r i i i f not useable 

i n the normal way? Sentiment maysrovide the answer and the coins 

nay be those three gold pieces given to the soldier when he e n l i s t e d . 

Some support f o r t h i s theory could possibly be derived from the fact 

t h a t each of the three aurei was.individually wrapped i n leather. 

I t can of course be objected tlia t the presence of three aurei may 

be merely f o r t u i t o u s and the wrapping was perhaps merely a precaution 

taken by the owner, Even i f we imagine the extreme case of a 
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s o l d i e r r e t a i n i n g the aurei from the time of his enlistment and 

then l o s i n g them during h i s l a s t year of service we can only push 

back the date of the aurei's c i r c u l a t i o n by some twenty-five years. 

Thus, making the obvious assumption that the new r e c r u i t 

would receive h i s gold i n current coin, aurei of Claudius, Nero 

and Vespasian were s t i l l v i a b l e coinage under Trajan, Nerva or 

Domitian. However, should the aurei be representative of the 

sol d i e r ' s present c a p i t a l i t may be argued that these pieces were 

current at the time of l o s s . Thus the c i r c u l a t i o n l i f e of 

Claudian, Neronian and Vespasianic aurei would be extended i n t o 

Hadrian's r e i g n . Obviously i f the l a t t e r hypothesis i s correct 

we have d e f i n i t e proof that early i n the second century the aurei 

i n c i r c u l a t i o n tended to be of considerable age. 

The evidence thus gained gives encouragement f o r the theory 

that a u r e i , during the f i r s t century, generally circu l a t e d f o r long 

periods before any p a r t i c u l a r issue vanished through r e c a l l or more 

l i k e l y by hoarding. On the basis of the Thorngrafton hoard, i t 

seems that t h i s i s also true of the currency down to the Hadrianic 

p e r i o d . Although too much stress should not be l a i d on t h i s one 

hoard, i t i s enough to show that Craster was wrong i n h i s opinion 

that gold coins had a short c i r c u l a t i o n l i f e . I n I908 he wrote 
2 

"Roman gold coins did not long continue i n c i r c u l a t i o n . " 

In f a i r n e s s , i t must be added that t h i s statement i s taken 

from Craster's report on the I908 Corbridge hoard of s o l i d i and may 

r e f e r to that denomination rather than to Roman gold coins as a whole. 

More recently. Miss Anne Robertson has stated c a t e g o r i c a l l y 

that Roman gold coins had a long c i r c u l a t i o n l i f e . ^ The Thorn

gr a f t o n hoard with i t s aurei c l e a r l y much e a r l i e r than i t s denarii 

amply supports the case f o r the longevity of a u r e i . A note of 
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warning must be added i n view of the fa c t that only three aurei 
were present on which to base any hypothesis, even so t h e i r uniformly 
earl y date i s noteworthy. The absence of gold pieces l a t e r than 
Vespasian introduces the problem of deciding why t h i s should be so 
i n the case of a deposit of s u f f i c i e n t status to contain s i x t y 
d e n a r i i . An obvious answer l i e s i n the fa c t that one aureus was 
equivalent to twenty-five d e n a r i i and thus the s i x t y s i l v e r coins 
could only be exchanged f o r two gold pieces. Such a transaction 
would only leave the owner ten de n a r i i i n s i l v e r ; as the l a t t e r was 
the denomination of everyday commerce he may well have preferred 
most of h i s c a p i t a l to be i n d e n a r i i . 

Regardless of the reason f o r there only being three aurei 

i n the hoard we have no explanation f o r the absence of Post-

' Vespasianic gold unless, (a) sentiment preserved e a r l i e r , now 

obsolete coins, (b) such old coins were s t i l l v a l i d , or (c) l a t e r 

issues of aurei were as yet rare i n B r i t a i n , Hypotheses (a) and 

(b) have already been discussed, (c) must now be considered. Un

f o r t u n a t e l y the most obvious method of checking t h i s theory cannot 

be employed. The t o t a l absence of other g o l d - s i l v e r hoards of 

Hadrianic date i n B r i t a i n renders impossible any hope of comparing 

t h e i r aurei and d e n a r i i with those from Thorngrafton i n search of 

s i g n i f i c a n t r e s u l t s . 

I n the absence of d i r e c t l y comparable material, i t i s s t i l l 

possible to argue that the shipment of currency depended upon the 

a u t h o r i t y of the p r o v i n c i a l Procurator. He would have to indent 

f o r new supplies as necessary. Obviously no Procurator would be 

l i k e l y , nor one imagines would he be allowed, to request f u r t h e r 

shipments of aurei i f current stocks were s u f f i c i e n t f o r present 

requirements. I t has long "been argued that gold coins were l a r g e l y 

required f o r m i l i t a r y s a l a r i e s . I t could well transpire that f o r 
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such purposes s u f f i c i e n t or near s u f f i c i e n t amounts of aurei were 
present, having c i r c u l a t e d i n B r i t a i n since an e a r l i e r point during 
the Roman period, but as w i l l be seen l a t e r I must argue against 
t h i s theory. Nonetheless, I w i l l develop i t here and set out what 
i s not i n fa c t a t o t a l l y contradictory p o s i t i o n . 

I t i s l i k e l y that large consignments of aurei w i l l have 

been sent to B r i t a i n i n 43 and the iimnediately f o l l o w i n g years i n 

order to support the attempt to subdue and administer the land of 

the B r i t o n s , Thus a s i t u a t i o n might arise where no major addition 

to the gold supply seemed necessary f o r years at a time. I t would 

be unwise to base t h i s theory solely on the evidence of the Thorn-

graf.ton hoard, but secondary evidence i s a v a i l a b l e . 

The hoard of one hundred and s i x t y aurei found at Corbridge 

i n 1911 contained ten aurei of Nero, f i f t e e n of Vespasian and a l 

together f o r t y - e i g h t of the period from Nero to Domitian. Clearly, 

a l l these aurei were v a l i d as currency and they lend weight to the 

theory that aurei had a long period of c i r c u l a t i o n . Further support 

comes from three other hoards which combine aurei and d e n a r i i , A 

group of coins found near C a r l i s l e , and presumed to be a hoard, con

tained one aureus and one denarius, both of Nerojalso present were 

issues ranging from Cffalba to Aelius and the younger Faustina, the 

l a t t e r group being of unspecified metal. Here again, the Neronian 

aureus may be considered l e g a l tender. The terminus post quem pro

vided by the single coin of Faustina extends the c i r c u l a t i o n l i f e of 

Neronian aurei beyond the Hadrianic period. The South Shields 

hoard was only p a r t i a l l y recorded and although two to three hundred 

d e n a r i i are known to have been included, no d e t a i l s of t h e i r p o r t r a i t s , 

types or legends were preserved. I t i s thus impossible to study the 

r e l a t i o n s h i p between the hoard's l a t e s t issues of gold and of s i l v e r . 

The important f a c t here i s that the hoard also contains twelve aurei 
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ranging from Nero to Antoninus Pius, This confirms the evidence 

of the presumed hoard from the C a r l i s l e area mentioned above. 

F i n a l l y , there i s the Rudchester hoard wherein den a r i i of 

Mark Antony and the period from Nero to Marcus Aurelius are i n 

association with aurei extending from Neronian issues to those 

of A u r e l i u s . Altogether t h i s l a s t hoard had f i f t e e n aurei, four 

were Neronian and s i x Flavian. I n other words, two t h i r d s of the 

gold coins i n t h i s g o l d - s i l v e r hoard from the l a t t e r h a l f of the 

second century had ci r c u l a t e d f o r almost a century. Furthermore, 

the l a t e s t aureus i n the hoard i s one of I48 A.D. while the l a t e s t 

denarius was issued i n I68 A.D. The combined t o t a l of t h i s i n 

formation must surely be enough to make a strong case f o r the argu

ment that aurei continued i n c i r c u l a t i o n longer than d e n a r i i . 

This has been shown by the hoards so f a r discussed and i s 

a deduction from the f a c t that g o l d - s i l v e r hoards are i n a l l but 

the S u l l y hoard marked by the c h a r a c t e r i s t i c that the l a t e s t aurei 

are o f an e a r l i e r date than the l a t e s t s i l v e r . I n order to dispose 

f o r the moment of the enigmatic hoard from Sully, Glamorganshire, I 

w i l l use i t here t o demonstrate my theory. The Sully d e n a r i i open 

wi t h one of Marcus Aurelius and represent several r u l e r s thereafter 

down to fibstumus of whom some twenty pieces are present. The 

l a t e s t denarius i s rather l a t e r , being a single issue of Carausius, 

The seven aurei i n the hoard do not antedate the s i l v e r , but are 

representative of D i o c l e t i a n and Maximian, This i s the only cache 

that I have reference to where the gold postdates the s i l v e r i n a 

mixed hoard of aurei and d e n a r i i found i n B r i t a i n . I w i l l reserve 

a f u l l e r discussion of t h i s hoard f o r the second part of my thesis 

and now move on to show the importance of the longevity of aurei 

with regard to my research and t h e i r d i s t r i b u t i o n i n B r i t a i n , 
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Commenting on the coins found i n the Antonine f o r t at 
Duntocher, Dr, Anne Robertson observed:-

"any, or a l l , of these coins might have been l o s t during 

the Antonine period,"^ 

The c o i n - l i s t comprised issues ranging from Vespasiein to 

the elder Faustina, Vespasian was represented by an aureus, t h i s 

f a c t and Miss Robertson's remark underline Sir George Macdonald's 

remarks on the ambivalence of coin evidence on Scottish s i t e s 
5 

having both Flavian and Antonine occupation.. I t must be borne 

i n mind that a l l the aurei found i n Scotland and issued between 

the reigns of Vespasian and Marcus Aurelius may i n f a c t be currency 

l o s t under the Antonines gind not evidence f o r Flavian occupation, 

Flavian m i l i t a r y movements or Flavian pro s p e r i t y . 

This raises a v i t a l point i n the study of aurei from 

Scotland issued i n the period up to the death of Aurelius, Craw

f o r d was happy to consider that an aureus of Titus and a coin of 

Domitian constituted s i g n i f i c a n t dating-evidence at Dalginross. 

He argued t h a t , 

"The f i r s t two coins together perhaps with the marching-

camp, speak of occupation i n the f i r s t century."^ 

His ' f i r s t two coins", those already mentioned, could i n the l i g h t 

of the known longevity of aurei and Flavian s i l v e r indicate Antonine 

rather than f i r s t century occupation or a c t i v i t y . 

This serves as an example to the more formidable hypothesis 

proposed by Sir George Macdonald.. In I918 he contrasted the t o t a l 

of a u rei then known to have been found i n Scotland v/ith those of the 

Corbridge hoard. Macdonald concluded that most of the aurei from 

Scotland were l o s t there during the Agricolan and immediately Post-

Agricolan period, rather than during the years of the Antonine phase. 

This i s an important conclusion and i t i s necessary to restate 
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b r i e f l y the reasoning Macdonald employed i n order to reach i t . 

His argument was that i f the Scottish aurei represent 

casual losses from the t h i r t y or f o r t y years immediately a f t e r the 

construction of the Antonine Wall, they should include a con

siderably larger proportion of Hadrianic and l a t e r issues. The 

f i g u r e s that Macdanald produced showed that Flavian and Pre-Flavian 

aurei constituted over seventy per cent of the t o t a l , Trajanic gold 

less than eighteen per cent and pieces of Hadrian and l a t e r emperors 

only some twelve per cent. These percentages form the basis f o r 

h i s hypothesis. The a d d i t i o n a l f a c t that Nero opens both the 

Scottish and the Corbridge l i s t s of aurei and i s represented by 

twelve pieces north of the Tweed, but by only ten at Corbridge was 

held by Macdonald to give f u r t h e r support to h i s claim. 

The dilemma thus created i s a fa s c i n a t i n g one, as i t seems 

reasonable to apply to Dalginross, and to Scotland as a whole. Dr. 

Robertsonlii comment, already quoted, on the Vespasianic aureus from 

Duntocher. This would involve the hypothesis that a l l the aurei 

from Roman Scotland issued up to the death of Aurelius could haire 

been l o s t during the Antonine rather than the Agricolan occupation. 

As t h i s i s a t o t a l reversal of Macdonald's theory i t i s important to 

make clear the reasons f o r adopting my p o s i t i o n . 

Basically I disagree with Macdonald's i n t e r p r e t a t i o n of the 

evidence and more p a r t i c u l a r l y with the way he introduced a hypo

thesis and then declared i t to be the only possible s o l u t i o n . I n 

other words, I agree with the use he made of percentages, but con

sider that i n estimating t h e i r evidence he ignored the consequences 

of adopting an a l t e r n a t i v e . t h e o r y which he had already r e j e c t e d . As 

my research has shown and as I have demonstrated already i n t h i s 

t h e s i s , aurei of the Pre-Hadrianic period continued to c i r c u l a t e 

i n northern B r i t a i n during the Antonine era. Macdonald thought 
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that the paucity of aurei l a t e r than Trajanic indicated that more 

Scottish pieces were l o s t i n the Agricolan period than i n the 

Antonine. I argue, however, that no such c e r t a i n t y i s possible,. 

I n Scottish l e g a l terminology I contend that a v e r d i c t of Not Proven 

must be returned on the question of when many of these aurei were 

l o s t . The longevity of aurei must mean that the c e r t a i n t y which 

Macdonald attempted to b r i n g to bear on the problem rests on f a l s e 

premises and must, therefore, be rejected. The f a c t that Hadrian 

and l a t e r emperors are represented by so small a proportion of the 

t o t a l volume of aurei i s , however, important. I would suggest 

that t h i s i s to be explained by general causes such as the f a c t 

that supplies of aurei of e a r l i e r emperors were found to be adequate 

f o r much of the period up to the death of Aurelius. I n other words, 

I consider that Macdonald's attempt to r e l a t e t h i s s i t u a t i o n to a 

s p e c i f i c dating f o r the bulk of these aurei i s unwise due to i t s 

rather uncompromising nature. 

I t has been seen that aurei of Nero ci r c u l a t e d with d e n a r i i 

of Aurelius and that Claudian gold was apparently current coinage i n 

Hadrian's r e i g n . From t h i s one can conjecture that considerable 

amounts of Pre-Flavian, Flavian, and more obviously Trajanic and 

Hadrianic aurei were c i r c u l a t i n g i n Scotland during the Antonine 

period,. 

An important point i n connection with t h i s argument was 

raised i n the I97O "Numismatic Chronicle". The perennial d i s 

cussion regarding Trajan's treatment of the currency has again been 

revived, t h i s time by drawing on evidence from Jewish Legal V/ritings. 

Sperber i n t h i s a r t i c l e quotes West on the Trajanic r e c a l l of Pre-

Neronian d e n a r i i and those of Nero issued p r i o r to h i s currency 

reforms i n 63. Further Sperber c i t e s West's statement that,, 
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"The inference from twenty-seven hoards i s that gold 

struck before the reform of Nero was likewise called i n , " 

S i m i l a r l y Sperber quotes Mattingly as fol l o w s : -

" I t seems clear that i n 107 "tlie Pre-Neronian coinage of 

gold and s i l v e r , so f a r i t survived Nero was d e f i n i t e l y withdrawn -
g 

probably demonetized by an edict or at least treated as i n v a l i d , " 

Thus riins the t r a d i t i o n a l case, but Sperber has examined 

references i n the Talmud and reached the conclusion t h a t , 

"Talmudic sources suggest that Trajan did not demonetize 

by edict the pre-Neronian coinage that he gathered i n , and that 

though i t became ever scarcer during the course of the second 

century, the government was always w i l l i n g to accept i t as legal 

tender. I t apparently continued to have t h i s status u n t i l some 

time about 250-60, when i t was o f f i c i a l l y demonetized,."^ 

I f Sperber i s correct i n h i s conclusion, i t has importance 

w i t h regard to Pre-Neronian aurei found i n B r i t a i n , One i s i n 

clined at least to disagree w i t h the t r a d i t i o n a l view oif West, 

Matt i n g l y and others, i f not, however, f u l l y accepting the new 

evidence offered by Sperber. Unfortunately, the only Pre-Neronian 

aureus found i n B r i t a i n i n a hoard c l e a r l y l a t e r than 107j the date 

of the Trajanic demonetization i s the Claudian piece from Thorn

g r a f t o n , Although t h i s i s c l e a r l y i n a Hadrianic deposit, i t i s 

very meagre evidence on vAiich to base any theory. I t does at 

least give some support to Sperber's thesis as regards aurei c i r 

c u l a t i n g i n B r i t a i n , Obviously i t would be v/rong to suggest that 

a l l the Pre-Trajanic aurei found i n t h i s province belong to a 

period as l a t e as the mid t h i r d century. Indeed some were f i r m l y 

s t r a t i f i e d i n levels much e a r l i e r than t h i s and others can be 

assigned to previous periods on grovuids of p r o b a b i l i t y . I t does, 

however, serve to underline the fa c t that v/here coins occur as casual 



-12-

losses and d e t a i l s of s t r a t i f i c a t i o n and wear are minimal or non

ex i s t e n t , great care must be taken i n dating accurately structures 

or objects i n association from available numismatic evidence. 

I n summarising the findings of t h i s f i r s t part of my thesis, 

I w i l l do two things. F i r s t , I w i l l restate b r i e f l y the main points 

that have emerged and then I w i l l indicate the relevance of these with 

regard to the chronological survey which f o l l o w s . We have seen 

that during the period between about 43 A.D. and l60 A.D. aurei 

tend to have a longer c i r c u l a t i o n - l i f e than d e n a r i i . This has been 

demonstrated by reference to various hoards combining coins of the 

two metalsJ i n each case t h i s has c l e a r l y been the p o s i t i o n . The 

only l a t e r hoard i n which aurei occur with d e n a r i i i s the one from 

Su l l y , Glamorgan. This hoard i s exceptional i n that a l l the aurei 

are l a t e r than the d e n a r i i , instead of observing the more usual 

r e l a t i o n s h i p . 

Having established that aurei possessed considerable longevity 

of c i r c u l a t i o n i t has been my concern to apply t h i s fact to the d i s 

t r i b u t i o n of these coins i n B r i t a i n , Thus the more d i f f u s e matter 

arises of the e f f e c t t h i s longevity w i l l have on attempts at dating 

aurei when they occur as casual f i n d s without adequate d e t a i l s of 

s t r a t i f i c a t i o n and condition. This problem recurs many times and 

can only be met w i t h a solut i o n based on p r o b a b i l i t y , 7/hile not 

i n f a l l i b l e , such measures do allow progress to be made whereas ex

cessive caution may prevent any conclusions from being drawn. Some

where between these two extremes, vinwise generalisation and extreme 

s i m p l i f i c a t i o n and r i g i d conservatism l i e s a formula whose careful 

a p p l i c a t i o n w i l l allow us to reach some tenable theories which are 

s u f f i c i e n t l y f l e x i b l e to allow correction i n the l i g h t of new evidence 

and r e i n t e r p r e t a t i o n , and yet secure enough against c r i t i c i s m s of fact 

and, to some extent, of opinion. I t i s the purpose of the second.-
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part of my thesis to set out these theories and the evidence on 
which they are "based. 
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PART TWO. 

CHAPTER ONE. 

IHTRODUCTIOU. 

The study of the d i s t r i b u t i o n of Roman gold coins i n 

B r i t a i n leads to a numher of conclusions regarding the economic, 

p o l i t i c a l and social status of B r i t a i n as a province of the Roman 

empire. I n order to evaluate the evidence available, I w i l l ex

amine the hoards and casual losses i n terms of several periods. 

These correspond to various important changes i n the h i s t o r y of the 

Roman empire and i t has, therefore, seemed l o g i c a l to divide my 

research i n t o sections by using the dates of these c r u c i a l events. 

Though my work has concerned only the Roman gold coins found i n 

B r i t a i n , i t i s important to r e a l i s e that t h i s country was only a 

province of a great empire and that even here the repercussions of 

events i n Rome, and i n the empire at large, could be f e l t . The 

d i s t i n c t i v e periods are the f o l l o w i n g : - (a) from the Conquest i n 

43 to the death of Trajan; (b) from Hadrian to Severus; (c) from 

the Severi to the death of Constantius I : (d) from Constantine I 

to the middle of the f i f t h century. 

Period (a) includes the formulative period i n which the 

patt e r n of the Roman occupation of B r i t a i n was established and ends 

wi t h the death of Trajan. The l a t t e r date i s the point at which 

Rome once again heeded the words of Augustus and began to consider 

that her t e r r i t o r y should not be f u r t h e r expanded. The contrast 

between the for e i g n p o l i c i e s of Trajan and Hadrian i s sharp and 

deci s i v e . Not only did Hadrian avoid an aggressive p o l i c y of con

quest, he even abandoned some of Trajan's annexations. This i s not 

the place to elaborate on the subject, but these remarks show the 

fundamental change wrought by Hadrian. I n B r i t a i n the period was 

one of the expansion, temporarily, of Roman r u l e , and eventually saw 
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the development of a sturdy Romano-British economy, boosted by the 
presence of the Roman m i l i t a r y market. 

Peribd (b) witnessed consolidation i n B r i t a i n and elsewhere 

by Hadrian and the Antonines i n terms of economics and p o l i t i c s . 

The t r a v e l s and administrative a b i l i t y of Hadrian and the sound 

government of Antoninus Pius and Marcus Aurelius allowed B r i t a i n to 

continue as an increasingly Romanised society v/ith a b u s t l i n g 

economy and a measure of p o l i t i c a l s t a b i l i t y . I t must be admitted 

th a t these remarks are generalisations and do not a l l apply through

out the province at any given time. However, they are b a s i c a l l y 

relevant u n t i l the period of the r i s i n g s i n Northern B r i t a i n i n the 

" f i f t i e s " and " s i x t i e s " o f the Second century. 

Period (b) ended b r i s k l y with the f i r m r u l e of Severusj a f t e r 

h i s death Northern B r i t a i n had peace f o r almost a century. None the 

less , the years between h i s demise and that of Constantius I i n 307 

saw a series of economic and p o l i t i c a l upheavals i n the Roman empire. 

Suffice i t to say that both, f o r example, i n the I n f l u x of vast amounts 

of debased currency and i n the support f o r , or t o l e r a t i o n of, 

Carausius and A l l e c t u s , made an impact on B r i t a i n . This i s the 

period I have cal l e d (c) one which, i t w i l l be seen, i s perhaps the 

most d i f f i c u l t to analyse and assess. 

In Period (d) Constantine I reformed the gold currency by 

introduc i n g the solidus and i t s f r a c t i o n s . The period was marred 

p o l i t i c a l l y by a series of r e b e l l i o n s , campaigns and in t r i g u e s both 

i n the East and i n the West. The accession of Valentinian I marks 

the l a s t phase of e f f e c t i v e Roman ru l e i n B r i t a i n , By the middle 

of the f i f t h century, few Roman gold coins were reaching B r i t a i n ; 

a f t e r 455 few coins of any metal from Roman mints were to a r r i v e here. 

The l a s t years of formal occupation culminating i n the r e s c r i p t of 

410 are marked, as are the immediately f o l l o w i n g years, by a group 
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of gold and gold - p l u s - s i l v e r hoards. Thereafter only a t r i c k l e 
of s o l i d i seem to reach B r i t a i n . None the less the research em
bodied i n t h i s thesis requires a consideration of t h i s small amount 
of material marking the end of Roman gold c i r c u l a t i o n i n B r i t a i n , 

Having established a chronological sequence f o r my survey, 
I w i l l now consider the social status of those people l i k e l y to 
have been i n possession of gold coins. I t i s an established fact 
that i n m i l i t a r y zones, aurei are i n i t i a l l y present as salaries f o r 
senior army personnel. Sutherland makes the point succinctly when 
he remarks, 

"Gold and s i l v e r coins, had long been manipulated 

i n the i n t e r e s t s of the great imperatores Under the 

Principate the issue of gold and s i l v e r was s t i l l related closely 

to the payment of the armed forces: The Supply of 

aurei and d e n a r i i , however important to the economy of the empire 

at l a r g e , must f i r s t be assured to the soldiers by whom that 

economy and thus the p o s i t i o n of the princeps himself was upheld."^ 

However, t h i s does not explain the provenance of a l l the 

Roman gold coins foiind i n B r i t a i n . For example, the south having 

once been conquered l a t e r developed as a prosperous c i v i l zone. 

The m i l i t a r y presence continued there, but c i v i l i a n development 

was able to progress more r a p i d l y and thoroughly than i t could i n 

the n o r t h . This i s no surprise, because, i n the words of Sir Ian 

Richmond, occupied zones l i k e Northern B r i t a i n were treated as 

"buffers to absorb the shock of war and to prevent i t s surges 
2 

from f l o o d i n g i n t o the areas of the f u l l Roman peace," The 

primary value of such f r o n t i e r areas was thus calculated i n terms 

governed by strategy "and any degree of Romanisation achieved was 

a by-product of the occu:^ion rather than i t s purpose,"^ 

Even so, whether i n the booths of the v i c i or among the 
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colonnades of the towns, traders w i l l have been busy and commercial 
transactions w i l l have taken place betv/een Romans and Britons, 
Certainly the bulk of the Roman coins thus entering native hands 
would be of s i l v e r and bronze, but a l ce r t a i n amount of gold would 
also c i r c u l a t e i n t h i s area of the Romano-British economy. This 
f a c t serves to remind us that although we may t e n t a t i v e l y assign 
general causes to the casual losses and hoards recorded i n t h i s 
t h e s i s , we are not always able to accurately r e l a t e coins to owners. 
The element of uncertainty must remain and should enjoin constant 
caution, not only here but throughout the f i e l d of the d i s t r i b u t i o n 
and i m p l i c a t i o n s about to be studied. 

At t h i s point a technical comment may not be out of place 

as i t has some relevance to my research and i t s r e s u l t s . A d i r e c 

t o r of the Corinium Museum made a statement capable of general 

a p p l i c a t i o n when he observed, 

" I fear that many gold pieces and a vast quantity of s i l v e r 

ones have found t h e i r way to the melting-pot, and that a large 

number of valuable coins found i n Cirencester have l e f t the town, 

and so t h e i r r e l a t i o n to the place has been forgotten."^ 

Not a l l the Roman coins fovind are reported to the proper 

a u t h o r i t i e s , and i n the case of gold the temptation to avoid t h i s 

may seem excessive. Add to t h i s the consideration that data and 

theories based on d i s t r i b u t i o n patterns are r e s t r i c t e d by any i n 

adequacy i n the compilation o f evidence and one reaches a p o s i t i o n 

where some information may be withheld i l l i c i t l y and some perhaps 

overlooked. 

Having thus acknowledged some of the possible l i m i t a t i o n s , 

I v / i l l i n dicate the form i n which t h i s part of my thesis w i l l be 

present^J. I s h a l l discuss the economic, p o l i t i c a l ard social 

s i t u a t i o n i n B r i t a i n as illuminated by Roman gold coins. Working 
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from a basis of established p r i n c i p l e s i n the i n t e r p r e t a t i o n of 
numismatic evidence, I w i l l draw what seem the most reasonable 
conclusions open to me. I t w i l l sometimes appear that no con
crete s o l u t i o n seems available f o r a given spe c i f i c p o i n t . I n 
such cases I w i l l state the p o s i t i o n c l e a r l y , note the possible 
a l t e r n a t i v e s and leave the matter open to fu r t h e r research and 
debate. Though the research forming the basis f o r t h i s thesis 
w i l l allow the formulation of various theories, i t must be remem
bered that the evidence presented i s incomplete and i n some cases 
gleaned only from inadequate records which can no longer be checked 
as the coins have been l o s t or dispersed. There i s a need f o r 
caution i n the use to which the s t a t i s t i c s and other information 
are put, but i t w i l l be reasonable to advance certain theories 
which, i f open to dispute i n matters of d e t a i l , may even so be 
regarded as b a s i c a l l y sound, I w i l l now open my discussion. The 
r e s u l t s of the survey w i l l become apparent as the thesis proceedsj 
they w i l l allow me to deduce a reasoned account of the economic,, 
p o l i t i c a l and social p o s i t i o n of B r i t a i n as a Roman province. 
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PART TWO. 

CHAPTER TWO. 

FROM CLAUDIUS TO TRAJAN. 

The period from the Claudian invasion to the death of Trajan 

witnessed a steady r i s e i n the volume of aurei c i r c u l a t i n g i n B r i t a i n . 

A survey of Sutherland's comments on t h i s subject forms an i n t e r e s t i n g 

i n t r o d u c t i o n to t h i s phase of the B r i t i s h economy. Of the Pre-

Claudian and Claudian periods he says, "Roman aurei can have c i r 

culated only very r a r e l y . " ^ This i s as one would expect i n so f a r 

as regards the Pre-Claudian gold as i t s opportunities to reach B r i t a i n 

before 43 would be r e l a t i v e l y l i m i t e d . Thereafter, although i t 

could reach B r i t a i n perhaps less such gold was by now l e f t i n c i r 

c u l a t i o n . We must also r e f l e c t that despite Strabo's much quoted 

passage on the export-import trade of the Britons, i t i s " c l e a r that 

the m a j o r i t y would more a p t l y f i t the t r a d i t i o n a l idea of aggressive 

tribesmen rather than appear as enterprising merchants. Add to t h i s 

the f a c t that aurei seem to have ci r c u l a t e d more f r e e l y - i n areas 

where the Roman army was present and, by using negative evidence, 

one r e a l i s e s that the r a r i t y of Fre-Claudian aurei i n B r i t a i n i s 

not s u r p r i s i n g . 

I t i s unfortunate that our knowledge of the c i r c u l a t i o n l i f e 

of Pre-Claudian aurei i n B r i t a i n i s l i m i t e d to comparative studies 

based on the evidence from Northern B r i t a i n . However, as I have 

shown, one can safely postulate considerable longevity f o r Claudian 

and l a t e r f i r s t century a u r e i . S i m i l a r l y , a case can be made f o r 

the continued c i r c u l a t i o n of Augustan aurei down at least u n t i l the 

time of Claudius and apparently as l a t e as the reign of Domitian, I 

have already ref e r r e d to Sperber's theory that Pre-Trajanic aurei 

were l e g a l tender x u i t i l about 250-60; thus f a r are we allowed to 

go i n terms of B r i t i s h evidence. This raises again the question 
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o f Neronian and Trajanic currency reforms which both surely had 
the e f f e c t of r a i s i n g the i n t r i n s i c value of Pre-Neronian aurei 
and presumably lead to the withdrawal of many such coins by hoarders 
and those eager to melt down the aurei f o r the gold they contained. 

I t i s more d i f f i c u l t to accept Sutherland's statement i n so 

f a r as i t concerns Claudian aurei , here the posit i o n seems to be 

rather d i f f e r e n t . While i t i s c e r t a i n l y true that such coins are 

l i m i t e d i n t h e i r d i s t r i b u t i o n , I have no record of any found north 

of the Humber-Mersey l i n e bar a s o l i t a r y piece i n the Thorngrafton 

hoard; there are even so a moderate number of Claudian aurei i n 

the south. I t would be as well to q u a l i f y my claim by saying that 

although only some f i f t e e n s i t e - f i n d s and one hoard are involved, 

t h i s i s a considerable t o t a l i n terms of the r e l a t i v e l y small numbers 

of Roman gold coins found i n B r i t a i n , Thus, while accepting 

Sutherland's p o i n t , indeed such few coins as there are bear i t out 

admirably, I must enter a caveat that one must not expect too much 

i n terms of. quantity of aurei and on the other hand one must not be 

too disparaging on grounds of inadequate evidence. 

I now propose to examine i n d e t a i l the Pre-Claudian and 

Claudian aurei found i n B r i t a i n , The d i s t r i b u t i o n of aurei i n t h i s 

period r e f l e c t s the m i l i t a r y movements of the i n i t i a l Claudian Con

quest and i t s gradual work of power consolidation. In making t h i s 

and the f o l l o w i n g sub-divisions of my four major periods, I am aware 

that an a r t i f i c i a l p i c t u r e may be created. I t would c l e a r l y be 

wrong to say that the presence of Pre-claudian or Claudian aurei 

automatically means that t h e i r f i n d - s i t e was occupied or even merely 

traversed by someone i n the period between, l e t us say, 40 B.C. and 

A.D. 54o As has been seen, f i r s t century aurei have a considerable 

l o n g e v i t y , however i t i s surely reasonable to assume i n the d i f f i c u l t 

case of casual losses that these coins w i l l probably have Circulated 
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f o r several years p r i o r to t h e i r loss. This must usually be an 

a r b i t r a r y decision i n most cases, as i t i s rare f o r evidence with 

regard to the degree of wear to appear i n records of aurei that 

occur i n B r i t a i n . Here i t may perhaps be p o l i t i c to note some

t h i n g of a paradox. I t has long been an established theory that 

aurei tended not to c i r c u l a t e very much i n transactions i n v o l v i n g 

the t r a n s f e r l i t e r a l l y from hand to hand of large sums of money. 

This p a r t i a l l y accounts f o r the f a c t that among the most frequent 

comments one reads on the degree of wear on aurei i s something to 

the e f f e c t that on discovery they were i n almost p r i s t i n e condition, 

as i f they had j u s t l e f t the mint. Their appearance, and i t s 

apparent freshness, may e i t h e r be due to minimal c i r c u l a t i o n over 

a long period or less l i k e l y to loss soon a f t e r these aurei had 

entered B r i t a i n and begun to c i r c u l a t e . 

Conversely, examples of worn aurei occur, as f o r instance 

i n the Bredgar hoard whose e a r l i e s t coin, one of J u l i u s Caesar, 

was considerably worn while the others were less so i n chronologically 

varying degrees. The point that I want to make here i s that from 

i t s presence i n a hoard dating from the Claudian period, i t was 

possible to establish the longevity and probable age of the coins 

i n the hoard, notably the e a r l i e s t issues. I f f o r instance, 

the Cftgsarean aureus had been found i n i s o l a t i o n i t might well not 

have been so easy to assign i t to any given date a f t e r that of i t s 

issue. Evidence of vrear, i f given, would help but one returns 

none the less to the basic problem, namely how to assess the l i k e l y 

c i r c u l a t i o n - l i f e of a given aureus. I n the absence of either a l l , 

or a l l but inadequate evidence of wear and stratigraphy, one f a l l s 

back on the dangerous aid of p r o b a b i l i t y . Obviously i t i s more 

l i k e l y that (x) w i l l be correct than (y) i n a s i t u a t i o n vjhere (x) 

seems more reasonable than ( y ) . But coins can present s i t u a t i o n s 
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where ( y ) , however improbable, i s l i k e l y to be the r i g h t answer. 

I f one applies t h i s concept of p r o b a b i l i t y to Pre-Claudian 

and Claudian aurei i n B r i t a i n , one gains some assistance from t h e i r 

geographical d i s t r i b u t i o n and from the negative value of l a t e r north 

B r i t i s h hoards. I n view of the fa c t that both the hoards? or a l l 

three i f a group formed of an aureus of Llarcus Antoninus and some 

Republican d e n a r i i from Alderton, Northamptonshire, i s i n fa c t a 

hoard and almost a l l of the s i t e - f i n d s of aurei of t h i s period come 

from southern B r i t a i n , one i s given something of a clue to the most 

l i k e l y deposition-date of most, i f not a l l , of these coins. I t 

can be argued that no f i r m terminus post quem has been established 

f o r the presence of Pre-Claudian and Claudian aurei i n B r i t a i n 

unless Sperber's thesis i s accepted. Further, i t may be urged that 

not a l l such coins need be associated with the invasion o f A.D.43. 

The south of B r i t a i n i s the area i n contact with the Continent f o r 

trade i n the Pre-Claudian period. Against t h i s , i t can be said 

t h a t the Bredgar hoard provides a sample of thfe format of Claudian 

gold currency as i t c i r c u l a t e d i n B r i t a i n i n A.D.43. I f we accept 

t h i s hoard as a r e l a t i v e l y tygcal cross-section of the gold, we can 

at l e a s t argue that the aurei of Augustus and Tiberius s t i l l 

c i r c u l a t e d i n A.D.43, the l i k e l y deposition-date of t h i s hoard v i i c h 

closed with Claudian issues of 41-2, Thus, although c e r t a i n t y 

cannot be achieved i t i s l i k e l y that a l l the hoards and most of the 

casually l o s t aurei v / i l l have arrived \ 7 i t h the invading army or i n 

the possession of traders f o l l o w i n g or even accompanying the troops. 

The Alferton 'hoard' i s of course a possible exception t o i h i s r u l e 

and may represent the wealth of a Briton trading with the Continent 
I 
I 

during the Pre-Claudian period. 

Having thus established a te n t a t i v e terminus post quem, i t 

remains to be observed that the terminus ante quem cannot always 
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be demonstrated as being e a r l i e r than mid t h i r d century A.D. Thus 

the jprobability-assessment reappears and v/e are l e f t to conclude 

that Pre-Claudian and Claudian aurei are l i k e l y to have largely 

l e f t c i r c u l a t i o n by the time of, f o r argument's sake, the death of 
i 

Trajan. This woi^ld allow what i s probably an over generous c i r -
i 

c u l a t i o n - l i f e f o r these coins and prevent us from assigning any 

signif i c a n c e that i s drawn from t h e i r d i s t r i b u t i o n to an un-

necessarily r e s t r i c t e d period. 

' The geographical d i s t r i b u t i o n of Pre-Claudian and Claudian 
i 

aurei i n B r i t a i n conforms to v/hat might be thought an obvious pattern. 
I 

Only one aureus, regarded as possibly an issue of Augustus has been 
I 

found to represent t h i s era i n Scotland. S i m i l a r l y , a s o l i t a r y 

Augustan aureus constitutes the apparent t o t a l of Pre-Claudian 

gold found i n Northern B r i t a i n as s i t e - f i n d s . I t i s a recu r r i n g 

dager i n a survey of t h i s nature that too much stress v / i l l be l a i d 

on s t a t i s t i c a l evidence which can only be based on very sm.all t o t a l s 

of coins. Thus i t i s with due caution that I state that some eigh^-

seven per cent of the Pre-Claudian and Claudian aurei recorded i n 

Br i j t a i n as casual losses were found i n southern B r i t a i n , This 

sounds meaningful u n t i l one realises that only some sixteen coins 

arej involved. But regardless of the t o t a l s , i t i s reasonable to 

consider the proportions and to draw some conclusions from them. 

B ^ r e doing so, a b r i e f r e i t e r a t i o n of the hoard evidence i s 

necessary. There are apparently only two hoards i n B r i t a i n that 

close w i t h aurei of Claudius, One was found at Bredgar i n south

eastern B r i t a i n and the other i n the south-west at Llanelen. Thus 

wit h both hoards i n southern B r i t a i n the negative evidence provided 

by the absence of such caches from the north i s strongly emphasised. 

The implications of the d i s t r i b u t i o n thus demonstrated are 

stra i g h t f o r w a r d i n t h e i r broad o u t l i n e , but need careful consideration 
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i n matters of d e t a i l . The most obvious f a c t o r at t h i s early period 

i s that aurei are f a r more l i k e l y to be possessed by soldiers than by 

c i v i l i a n s . Trade w i l l as yet have been on a l i m i t e d scale i n com

parison with the l a t e r economic development made possibly by the 

actions of Rome. Furthermore, i t w i l l not have been possible f o r 

a great degree of Romanisation to have taken place by t h i s time and 

here I am applying t h i s i n terms of numismatics. I t has been shown 

that the Britons adopted Roman bronze denominations and used them i n 

conjunction with t h e i r own gold and s i l v e r coins, when they had 

these, f o r some time a f t e r the Claudian invasion. This gives fu r t h e r 

support to my contention as unlike the natives the army would use 

aurei as t h e i r gold denomination. I t i s thus inost l i k e l y a m i l i t a r y 

d i s t r i b u t i o n pattern that appears here, but once again we must 

remember that these aurei could have a s u f f i c i e n t l y long c i r c u l a t i o n 

l i f e to allow t h e i r loss by c i v i l i a n s at a l a t e r time when trade had 

become more extensive. The two hoards are c e r t a i n l y more l i k e l y to 

have been of m i l i t a r y rather than c i v i l i a n o r i g i n . One of them 

c e r t a i n l y bears heavy h i s t o r i c a l overtones. The Bredgar hoard was 

found i n the Sittingbourne area and thus near the tiedway. Further

more the l a t e s t coins v/ere issues of A.D.41-2, s i g n i f i c a n t dates 

when one attempts to establish a connection between the hoard and 

the Claudian invasion of A.D.43. 

Several scholars have discussed t h i s heard with the concensus 

of opinion being i n favour of a m i l i t a r y o r i g i n . Carson i n h i s 

d e f i n i t i v e account says, "As hoards concealed i n B r i t a i n before, 

and also immediately a f t e r , the invasion are normally made up of 

native coins with an admixture of Roman pieces, the purely Roman 

composition of t h i s f i n d and the presence of fresh coins of Claudius 

points to very recent importation and to Roman rather than B r i t i s h 

ov/nership. I f the f i n d represented some part of o f f i c i a l funds. 
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the hoard would have consisted only of coins of recent mintage, but 

the range of the coins and varying states of v/ear show that t h i s i s 

a currency hoard, belonging to an i n d i v i d u a l Roman. The 

t h i n t y four aurei of the f i n d could well represent the personal 

savings of s":meone of the rank of centurion upwards i n the legions 

which invaded B r i t a i n i n 43. 

" I f the conjecture that the hoard i s connected with the i n 

vasion of A.D.43 i s correct, the place of f i n d i n g i s of some i n t e r e s t 

f o r the early stages of the Roman campaign and f o r the varying vieus 
2 

on the s i t e of the b a t t l e of the Iledway." 

This theory i s accepted and supported by Prere who contributes 

a less l i k e l y candidate as a possible owner f o r the hoard:-

"This sum i s too small to represent a subsidy to some native 

prince, but i t i s too large to be the savings of an ordinary 

legionary s o l d i e r : Such a large sum (three month's pay of 

a centurion) was probably the property of an o f f i c e r , concealed 

before some skirmish, and i t reinforces the viev/ tht t the army 

passed north of the Downs by the route l a i d out as IVatling Street. 

Thus Tire can p i c t u r e the b a t t l e taking place near Rochester,""^ 

I f a native prince can safely be excluded from the possi

b i l i t i e s surely so too can a native trader. This leads me to d i s 

agree v/ith Jessup's view that the hoard may have belonged to such a 

man, although that author does suggest an army o f f i c e r as an 

a l t e r n a t i v e owner.'^ This rather lengthy discussion of the Bredgar 

hoard serves to demonstrate the way i n v/hich the d i s t r i b u t i o n of 

Roman gold coins i n B r i t a i n can reveal evidence bearing on the 

economy, social l i f e and p o l i t i c a l h i s t o r y of the province. 

Although very few d e t a i l s are available with regard to the 

Llanelen hoard, composed solely of Claudian aurei, i t supports the 

evidence of the Bredgar discovery. I t too i s l i k e l y to have been 
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concealed by a Roman so l d i e r during the campaigning which occurred 

i n Wales from 47 onwards; thus the aurei could be a marker f o r any 

of the Claudian or even Neronian campaigns taking place there. 

Again the l i k e l i h o o d of the hoard belonging to a c i v i l i a n i s s l i g h t 

and I conclude that as at Bredgar some m i l i t a r y misadventure may 

we l l have prevented the hoard's recovery. I n the absence of any 

d e t a i l s of the i n d i v i d u a l coins forming the cache, even t h e i r 

number i s unknown, i t has not been possible to establish the date 

o f the hoard even i n r e l a t i v e terms such as would have been made 

fe a s i b l e by calculations based on the date, and i f possible the 

condition, of the l a t e s t aureus present. I f such evidence were 

to be available i t might have been seen i n meaningful association 

w i t h the hoard's geographical l o c a t i o n i n S i l u r i a n t e r r i t o r y . I n 

f a c t i t might have been possible to suggest a connection between 

the hoard and the campaign's of 51-2, 57-8 or perhaps even those 

of 74-8> i n each case the relevant campaigns being those against 

the S i l u r e s . I n the absence of s u f f i c i e n t evidence, these thoughts 

must remain speculative, but they r e i n f o r c e the case f o r m i l i t a r y 

rather than c i v i l ownership of the Llanelen hoard. 

The period from Nero to Trajan contrasts with the Pre-

Claudian and Claudian phases i n many ways. I n terms o f the aurei 

c i r c u l a t i n g i n B r i t a i n , there i s some j u s t i f i c a t i o n f o r suggesting 

an increase i n t h e i r volume during these years, Sutherland may be 

ci t e d i n defence of t h i s theory or as an adverse c r i t i c o f i t , 

depending upon the i n t e r p r e t a t i o n of h i s actual words, 

"The s c a r c i t y o f the o f f i c i a l coins was s t i l l such t h a t , f o r 

the most part they occupied a place s t r i c t l y independent o f the 
5 

conditions of ordinary currency." 

His comments on the dearth of o f f i c i a l coins r e f e r to the 

aurei of the years from Nero to Trajan. I t seems to me that i n 
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general terms i t may be claimed that some increase i n the volume 
of aurei c i r c u l a t i n g at t h i s time should be expected i n view of 
the p o l i t i c a l and economic situation! then p r e v a i l i n g . V/ithin 
the period the aurei of three reigns are p a r t i c u l a r l y well r e 
presented by B r i t i s h discoveries. The reigns are those of Nero, 
Vespasian and Trajan; i t i s s i g n i f i c a n t that a l l these emperors 
prosecuted a vigorous m i l i t a r y p o l i c y i n B r i t a i n , I t has already 
been argued that the army was l a r g e l y responsible f o r the d i s -
t r i b u t i o n i of aurei and t h i s period gives considerable support f o r 
the theory. 

Much depends on the age of the various casually l o s t coins, 

but i t i s permissDble to draw general conclusions from the fac t s 

that i n m i l d l y roiinded-up f i g u r e s f i f t y aurei of Nero, twenty-five 

of Vespasian and twenty of Trajan have been found thus i n B r i t a i n . 

The geographical d i s t r i b u t i o n involved i s p a r t i c u l a r l y informative 

when viewed i n conjunction with the m i l i t a r y h i s t o r y of the period. 

Southern B r i t a i n has yielded elB/en aurei of jJero as casual losses; 

t h i s i s i n t e r e s t i n g i n view of the f a c t that about three times that 

number have been recorded as casual losses i n northern B r i t a i n . 

I f one i s to connect the l a t t e r series with the Flavian expansion 

culminating i n the Brigantifin v;ar of C e r i a l i s and the consecutive 

campaigns i n Scotland concluded by the v i c t o r y at Hons Graupius, as 

i s surely the obvious explanation, i t i s necessary to establish that 

Neronian aurei c i r c u l a t e d a t least as l a t e as the Flavian period. 

As t h i s has already been demonstrated, vre are able to proceed to 

our conclusions. The most basic of these i s that although such 

an a t t r i b u t i o n can be applied to at least some of the casually l o s t 

aurei of these reigns, and f o r that matter to the gold of a l l the 

reigns and periods between Nero and Trajan i n so f a r as they are 

represented i n B r i t a i n , when dealing with coins from northern 
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B r i t a i n the same cannot be said so f i r m l y i n the case of aurei 
issued i n that period found i n modern Scotland. I n t h i s l a t t e r 
group, the peak-frequencies o f the national t o t a l , under Nero, 
Vespasian and Trajan, ere repeated, Aurei of Nero predominate 
v/ith those of Vespasian and Trajan forming sizeable proportions 
of the t o t a l . 

I w i l l now discuss the economic implications of the d i s 

t r i b u t i o n of Roman gold coins of t h i s J>eriod i n Scotland. I t 

was stated by R.G. Collingwood that i n the m i l i t a r y area of 

northern B r i t a i n i t was the army who were lar g e l y responsible f o r 

the d i s t r i b u t i o n and c i r c u l a t i o n o f aur e i , ^ Certainly there i s 

r e l a t i v e l y l i t t l e l i k e l i h o o d of anyone other than a well paid 

o f f i c e r being i n possession of any great number of gold coins i n 

the Scotland of Agricola and h i s immediate successors, TTierefore, 

we should pay p a r t i c u l a r a t t e n t i o n to the nature of the s i t e s where 

aurei o f the period have been found. The application of such a 

scr u t i n y reveals that eight Roman sit e s produced such coins as 

opposed to only two native s i t e s . This comparison involves only 

ten s i t e s while a f u r t h e r group may be demonstrated which are 

devoid of either Roman or native occupation. Thus a supplementary 

problem i s raised, namely the reason f o r the loss of gold coins i n 

such areas. Again from the psvious discussion, we may assume that 

most of the losses w i l l be those of soldiers, though here the assump

t i o n must be regarded with caution. 

Whoever l o s t these coins only provided evidence of t r a n s i t o r y 

presence and the c i r c u l a t i o n i n those areas of aurei of the Pre-

Hadrianic period. I n no case has a great number of such coins been 

found on a s i t e not known to be occupied either by Romans or nativesj 

i n the absence of such evidence one can only suppose that these 

i s o l a t e d aurei may represent troop movements and on a lesser scale 
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the journeyings of i t i n e r a n t traders. The campaigns of Agricola 

and. the subsequent occupation of southern Scotland up to Trajan's 

reign v/ould ensure the c i r c u l a t i o n of aurei i n t h i s area as troops 

would have to he paid and f o r t h i s gold would he provided i n the 

case of o f f i c e r s . I t may he thought more d i f f i c u l t to prove that 

any gold coins of the period w i l l have been l o s t hy natives. As 

I have already noted only two have been found on native s i t e s . 

I n defence of the idea of native traders operating here at 

the time, one can c i t e the work done i n showing the d i s t r i b u t i o n of 

Roman objects on non-Roman s i t e s during the f i r s t and second cen

t u r i e s . Trade had been established and indeed Roman coins of the 

Pre-Hadrianic period appeared on native s i t e s and on sit e s not 

known to be occupied by Romans or natives. A sim i l a r d i s p a r i t y i s 

shovm between the amounts involved, f o r exaiuple seventeen Re

publican coins on Roman s i t e s , other than on the Antonine " a l l , 

one such coin on a native s i t e , ten of Ifero i n the former category 

( i n c l u d i n g two a u r e i ) , one en a native s i t e . S i m i l a r l y , coins of 

Vespasian, eighty-nine i n a l l , and s i x t y - f o u r of Domitian, have 

been found on Roman si t e s exclusive of those on the Antonine TTall, 

but only seven or eight and six respectively on native s i t e s . To 

complete t h i s selection, of comparative f i g u r e s , there i s the case 

of Trajan v/ith eighty-one coins on si t e s of the f i r s t category and 

only s i x on those of native occupation. There i s then some j u s t i 

f i c a t i o n f o r the theory that some of these early aurei probably be

longed to c i v i l i a n s . V/e thus reach the conclusion that the early 

phase of the Roman occujHtion of Scotland was overwhelmingly m i l i t a r y 

and gave small scope to even enterprising traders. But j u s t as the 

combs found on m i l i t a r y s i t e s show hov/ the women of the brochs and 

duns pursued t h e i r timeless trade, so too the evidence of Roman 

goods on non-Roman si t e s and the presence of Roman coins i n such 
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places implies some l i m i t e d measure of commerce tetween Romans and 
natives during the Pre-Hadrianic era. 

Allowing f u l l weight to the facts already stated regarding 

the longevity of a u r e i , and i n p a r t i c u l a r the bearing t h i s has on 

the gold coins found i n Scotland, I em i n c l i n e d to thi n k that the 

Broomholm hoard f a l l s i n t o place more p l a u s i h l y as of Agricolan 

rather than Antonine date. Sutherland had l i t t l e doubt about 

e i t h e r the period or the nature of the hoard, 

"Roman Scotland supplies, , what i s probably d i r e c t 

numisiiiatio evidence of Agricola's Caledonian enterprise, 

^ since there i s l i t t l e reason to suppose that the natives of Cale

donia would so soon value a gold currency a f t e r being v.'holly un

used to any coined currency at a l l , we may assume that i t i s a 
7 

m i l i t e r y deposit." 

The argument advanced here does much to support the case 

f o r an Agricolan provenance} however, i n order to ensure a thorough 

examination of the hoard i t i s as well to consider any available 

evidence f o r an a l t e r n a t i v e , Antonine, date. From the numismatic 

viewpoint there would be no d i f f i c u l t y i n accepting the proposition 

i n so f a r as regards c i r c u l a t i o n l i f e . The idea of Feronian and 

Flavian aurei current i n Scotland under Pius would be p e r f e c t l y 

acceptable and i s p a r a l l e l e d by the presence of s i u i i l a r coins i n 

the Corbridge hoard of the early hundred-and-sixties. On the 

other hand, the f a c t that the Broomholm hoard included no coins 

l a t e r than those of Domitian may be held to argue against an 

Urbican date. One might defend the p o s i t i o n by c i t i n g the Thorn-

grafton hoard wherein aurei of Claudius, Nero and Vespasian occurred 

-with d e n a r i i terminating i n fresh Hadrianic pieces. But on grounds 

of m i l i t a r y h i s t o r y i t i s more d i f f i c u l t to support an Urbican date. 

The forward p o l i c y of Pius had surely i n s u f f i c i e n t bearing on Broom-
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holm to make the p r o b a b i l i t y of a soldier burying aurei there 

before an action (on the analogy of the Bredgar hoard) a very 

strong one. The a c t i v i t y of the one-fourties was centred f u r t h e r 

n o r t h . However, i f , as seems reasonable, we abandon the idea of 

an Urbican date f o r the hoard we are not bound to accept Sutherland's 

theory t h ^ t the hoard i s " d i r e c t numismatic evidence of Agricola's 

Caledonian enterprise," Rather than seeing t h i s as a hoard l o s t 

during the i n i t i a l stages of campaigning by v;hich Scotland was 

p a r t i a l l y subdued, i t i s possible to regard i t as a r e l i c of the 

immediately Post- Agricolan period. An Agricolan f o r t was es

tablished at Broomholm and i t i s possible that the hoard belonged 

to an occupant and wss l o s t at a point bet\.'een the occupation of 

the area and the withdrawal which took place under Trajan. 

Having studied the northern evidence, a t t e n t i o n must nor/ be 

given to aurei of the period from I«Tero to Trajan found i n southern 

B r i t a i n , Only four such coins occur as casual losses i n the 

Midlands J they comprise one each afHTero, Vespasian, Titus and 

Trajan. This may seem strange, but one must reoiember that the sub

d i v i s i o n of one part of B r i t a i n i n t o a geographical u n i t named the 

Midlands i s a subjective act. I t can only imply an area - d i s t i n c t i o n 

that was not germane to any Roman po l i c y or practice i n the period 

nov/ under study. As f a r as Rome was concerned, the area now known 

as the Lidlands constituted part of Britannia and was t e r r i t o r y 

w i t h i n the Roman part of t h i s i s l a n d . Thus the area was regcirded 

i n general terms as having no i n d i v i d u a l i d e n t i t y . I t does, 

however, seem reasonable to consider the aurei from the liidlands 

apart from those i n southern B r i t a i n i n view of the f a c t that t h e i r 

geographical p o s i t i o n may surely be held to give information not 

f u l l y applicable to aurei i n , f o r example, the west country or 

East Anglia and vice versa. 
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Two hoards found i n the Midlands that contain aurei of the 

present period display an i n t e r e s t i n g degree of pa r a l l e l i s m between 

themselves and w i t h the l o c a l casual losses. In each case, aurei 

of Domitian close the series though l i t t l e can be deduced from t h i s 

f a c t i n i t s e l f . T|̂ e main deduction seems to be that under Nero and 

up to the time of Trajan, l i t t l e of import occurred i n the Midlands 

by v/ay of m i l i t a r y a c t i v i t y or c i v i l development. The evidence of 

h i s t o r y supports t h i s very t e n t a t i v e conclusion i n so f a r as we may 

conclude that the major campaigns of the period took place i n 

northern B r i t a i n and the greatest attempts at Romanisation were at 

work i n southern B r i t a i n , 

Turning to that part of the province, i t i s a d i f f e r e n t d i s 

t r i b u t i o n that c a l l s f o r discussion. Here i n the south a period 

of consolidation by the army rather than a great deal of active 

campaigning was the order of the day. Boudicca's rebellion,, though 

a gruesome reverse and c o s t l y , one repressed soon allowed a return 

to s e t t l e d garrison duty i n southern B r i t a i n , Certainly one of 

the r e s u l t s of t h i s r i s i n g was the strengthening of the m i l i t a r y 

g r i p on the south, but at the same time the ravaged coloniaCat 

Colchester and Londinium were revived and contributed once more to 

the c i v i l development of the province. Increasingly during and 

a f t e r t h i s period the h i s t o r y of the south became one of lessening 

m i l i t a r y stringency and subsequently one of c i v i l and commercial 

growth. One index of the extent of t h i s change i s the d i s 

t r i b u t i o n of aurei i n the south during the period. Although only 

eleven are concerned, i t i s s i g n i f i c a n t that few of them have been 

found on s p e c i f i c a l l y m i l i t a r y s i t e s . The majority have occurred 

at various points where the element of chance has had more to do 

with t h e i r loss than has the presence of either a garrison or a 

passing p a t r o l . Some at least w i l l probably have been i n the 
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possession of traders and even non-commercial c i v i l i a n s who would 

by now be somewhat more accustomed to transactions i n v o l v i n g a u r e i . 

Just as i n the case of the Midlands so i t i s true of the south i n 

t h i s period that too few aurei have been found to allow any major 

conclusions to be drawn. Negative evidence needs to be very strong 

i n order to have a u t h o r i t y , i t could be argued that such a p o s i t i o n 

e x i s t s here. The sum t o t a l of aurei of the period i n southern 

B r i t a i n i s eleven, a l l recorded as s i t e f i n d s . This small t o t a l 

taken i n conjunction w i t h the absence of hoards either solely of 

gold or of gold plus s i l v e r can be taken as an i n d i c a t i o n that 

a u r e i were as yet rare i n the south. Evidence of an increase i n 

the volume of aurei congruent with the geographical p o s i t i o n of 

various reigns of B r i t a i n can be deduced from the d i s t r i b u t i o n 

p a t t e r n so f a r demonstrated. Although only four casual losses can 

be a t t r i b u t e d to the Midlands, there are also the two t i n y hoards 

which h i n t that enough aurei were c i r c u l a t i n g i n the area to allow 

the formation of minimal hoards. I n the north of B r i t a i n , as has 

been seen, c i r c u l a t i o n of aurei i s more voluminous and the l i n k 

w i t h the army i n t h i s d i s t r i b u t i o n i s more than coincidentsl. 

Having summarised the s a l i e n t features of the foregoing 

discussion, i t remains to consider the aurei of the Neronian to 

Trajanic period that have been found i n 7?ales. There i s a rather 

s u r p r i s i n g l y small t o t a l of nine s i t e finds and one hoard, of f i v e 

a u r e i . I n view of the series of campaigns i n 7.'ales, Ic.sting 

u n t i l A.D.78 one udght reasonably expect considerably mora aurei 

to have been l o s t , or, more l i k e l y , to have been hoarded. I f 

indeed there i s any doubt about the ormership of gold coins l o s t 

i n Wales at t h i s time, rather than hoarded, l o g i c a l l y most i f not 

a l l of thiH^ would belong to s o l d i e r s ; there can hardly be any 

doubt about the hoard's owner. 

7 
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For once i t i s possible to be s p e c i f i c not only about him, 
but f.lso about tLe period i n which the man secreted h i s coins. 
But even t h i s rare.and encouraging case i s to some extent marred 
by the usual problems. I7e know that Caerleon's t u r f and timber 
f o r t was b u i l t i n about A.D.75 and r e b u i l t i n stone during the 
decade frCm 100 to 110. During the l i f e of the t u r f and timber 
f o r t , a hoard of f i v e a u r e i , ranging from ̂ e s p asia^ to Titus and '! 

Domitian were buried 
" i n the lowest Roman layer beneath the black occupation 

g 
s o i l of the stone barracks." 

I t i s also known that the o r i g i n a l f o r t v/as b u i l t f o r use 

as a base by I I Augusta during the f i n a l campaigns a ^ n s t the 

S i l u r e s . The numismatic dating evidence gives a bracket of 55 to 

74 f o r the issue of the coins, those of T i t u s and Domitian having 

been issued under Vespasian. This i n i t s e l f serves only to dem

onstrate to a small degree the nature of the aurei c i r c u l a t i n g i n 

the period from about 75 "to 110, but the hoard's prime importance 

may be held to l i e i n i t s h i s t o r i c a l rather than i n i t s numismatic 

value. George Boon said t h a t : -

"The hoard may represent about f i f t e e n months net pay f o r 

a legionary, taking normal deductions f o r food, gear and compulsory 

savings, etc., from h i s yearly pay of three hundred den a r i i (= twelve 

aurei) i n t o accoiint."^ 

While t h i s i s c e r t a i n l y not open to doubt i n terms of f a c t , 

the reasons f o r the hoard's secretion and loss are not given. 

I t would be more l o g i c a l f o r anyone with f i v e aurei 

apparently surplus to h i s current needs to deposit them i n the 

saocellum under the charge of the standard bearer.. Does the 

clandestine nature of the cache i n f e r t h e f t , mistrust of the cashier, 

conservatism or something completely d i f f e r e n t ? Just as we are 
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una,ble to give a d e f i n i t e r e p l y to t h i s question, so too we are 
at a loss as to why the hoard was not recovered by i t s owner. 
These are speculations \iiiich would d e l i g h t a h i s t o r i c a l novelist 
but must not be allowed f r e e reign here. I t only remains to re
stat e the basic point that few aurei of t h i s period are found i n 
Wales. Thus the survey of B r i t a i n has been completed and the 
paramount status of the north i n terms of a u r e i - d i s t r i b u t i o n , 
aurei volume and m i l i t a r y a c t i v i t y , together with t h e i r i n t e r 
a c t i o n , has been demonstrated. 
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PART TWO. 

CHAPTER THREE 

FROM HADRIAN TO SEVERUS, 

The period from Hadrian to Severus was one i n which Roman 

B r i t a i n underwent a series of p o l i c y changes, Hadrian, with h i s 

idea of l i m i t i n g the empire, established h i s wall i n north B r i t a i n , 

Pius authorised an advance i n t o the north as f a r as the area ofthe 

Porth-Clyde l i n e and b u i l t another w a l l , " t h i s time of t u r f . " 

I n the reign of Aureiius a Brigantian r e v o l t caused f i e r c e warfare 

i n the Pennines, Later the r u l e of Commbdus was marked by the 

r i s i n g i n which "a ce r t a i n strategos" was k i l l e d and the f r o n t i e r 

was penetrated. The a r r i v a l of the Severi to conduct campaigns 

against the,Caledonii and Maeatae formed the l o g i c a l conclusion 

and climax to t h i s whole r e s t l e s s phase i n the Roman occupation o f 

B r i t a i n , I n order to study the period i n d e t a i l I have divided 

i t at the death of Commodus. A f t e r t h i s event the h i s t o r i c a l 

background i s one of confusion u n t i l Severus has gained f u l l con

t r o l of the emiire. What follows i s a time of reconstruction and 

t h i s i s reinforced by the m i l i t a r y action between 209 and 211, 

As there i s some h i s t o r i c a l j u s t i f i c a t i o n f o r t h i s d i v i s i o n , 

t herefore, I w i l l employ i t without f u r t h e r comment. 

Sutherland makes several remarks with regard to aurei of 

the years from Hadrian to A u r e l i u s , His major p o i n t , c l e a r l y 

substantiated by the evidence, i s that aurei are concentrated i n 

the north at t h i s time. " I n B r i t a i n the c i r c u l a t i o n of gold was, 

, confined to the northern area, where i t was mainly i n 

demand f o r m i l i t a r y and administrative purposes only,"^ 

But when he also says that g o l d - s i l v e r hoards of t h i s 

period " r e f l e c t the busy m i l i t a r y organisation there undertaken 
2 

by Hadrian" , one has to quibble and question the wisdom of one 
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of h i s examples: i t seems to me unwise to designate as a hoard the 
group o f coins found at Corbridge i n I 9 I I i n the f o l l o w i n g circum
stances. Craster records that the coins i n question, an aureus of 
Domitian and seven d e n a r i i ranging from Cralba to Hadrian "were 
found loose on the f l o o r of a house of the Antonine period,"^ 

• However, whether these coins formed a hoard or were merely 

associated by chance and accident o f loss, Sutherland's second 

example, that o f the Thorngrafton hoard c e r t a i n l y bears out h i s 

claim. Having been found on Barcombe h i l l , a location a p t l y des

cribed by Fenwick, "The h i l l on which this discovery took place, 

overlooks the s i t e of the Roman state of Vindolanda,"^ they 

provide evidence o f m i l i t a r y a c t i v i t y i n the no r t h . I n t h i s case 

i t i s probable that the purse was l o s t during quarrying operations. 

I t would be rash to make f i r m statements about aurei d i s t r i b u t i o n 

on the basis o f l i t e r a l l y only one or two hoards, but f u r t h e r 

material i s to hand when one wants to consider the whole period 

from Hadrian to Aur e l i u s . Here again the northern bias i s c l e a r l y 

demonstrated, both i n hoards and i n casual losses. As Sutherland 

remarked, 

"Gold, , i s m u l t i p l i e d , but only i n the d i s t r i c t 

which, from m i l i t a r y and administrative reasons, was i n t i m a t e l y 

connected with the ffall,"^ 

I n support o f t h i s statement, one can demonstrate the 

presence o f f i v e hoards of the period from northern B r i t a i n and 

none from any other part o f the province. S i m i l a r l y , nine of 

the f i f t e e n i n d i v i d u a l l y l o s t aurei of t h i s era come from northern 

s i t e s . The t o t a l o f the l a t t e r includes three o f Antoninus Pius 

and one of Hadrian which were found in, Scotland, I n view of 

e a r l i e r conclusions stated i n t h i s t h e s i s , the t o t a l may well need 

to be atigmented by the ad d i t i o n of at least some i f not a l l of the 

Flavian aurei found i n Scotland, 
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I t would be as.well to state now the f a c t that aurei d i s 

t r i b u t i o n i n t h i s period t e l l s us l i t t l e about conditions i n any 

area o f B r i t a i n other than the n o r t h . As the bulk of the coins 

are found there we are led to consider that most of the supplies 

o r i g i n a l l y c i r c u l a t e d w i t h i n that s p e c i f i c zone, Sutherland makes 

the p o i n t that while 

" i s o l a t e d aurei of the period are, of course, found 

generally and over a wide area of B r i t a i n , from our present know

ledge of hoards discovered, we may say that gold was not s u f f i c i a i t l y 

common to make hoarding worthwhile anywhere except i n the north, 

near the Roman Wall,"^ 

Biit t h i s merely states the f a c t s , i t i s permissible to 

deduce some conclusions from them. 

Once again we have to r e l y to some extent on negative 

evidence. I n view of the minimal t o t a l of aurei of t h i s period 

found i n a l l areas o f B r i t a i n except the n o r t h , i t i s possible to 

propose two basic theories. Either t h i s d i s t r i b u t i o n demonstrates 

that the army was s t i l l the major fa c t o r i n the c i r c u l a t i o n of aurei 

and that t h e i r concentration i n the north meant what i t alwaiys had 

i n terms o f currency d r i f t ; or i t could be argued that some form 

of economic recession occurred, independent of the warfare i n the 

no r t h . I n view of the f a c t that a l l the evidence suggests that 

no such recession occurred at t h i s time, i t i s more reasonable to 

assume that the former hypothesis i s that more l i k e l y to be correct. 

This i n i t s e l f does not completely explain the apparent dearth of 

aure i i n southern B r i t a i n , a s c a r c i t y carried to i t s zenith i n 

Wales where very few gold pieces from the years between 117 and 

180 are found,. 

I n order to attempt a solution to the problem other than 

those already o u t l i n e d , i t i s necessary to examine the d i s t r i b u t i o n 
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of the aurei i n terms of chronology and geography. This reveals 
that Hadrianic gold occurs i n Scotland and the rest of B r i t a i n , 
excluding the Midlands, I n each case only one coin i s involved 
thoTigh an aureus of Sabina has been found i n Northern B r i t a i n , 
Thus thiTBe such Hadrianic aurei come from the north and two from 
Southern B r i t a i n . Aurei of Antoninus Pius have a more l i m i t e d 
d i s t r i b u t i o n , being three i n Scotland, one i n Wales and none 
elsewhere. Supplementing these with B r i t i s h examples of Faustina 
the elder's aurei we can add a piece from the north and one from 
the Midlands, F i n a l l y , the most s i g n i f i c a n t d i s t r i b u t i o n of a l l 
i s that of aurei of the j o i n t emperors Aurelius and Verus, The 
only two Aurelian gold pieces occurring as s i t e f i n d s were found 
i n Northern B r i t a i n , neither of them i n modern Scotland, and the 
sole casual f i n d i n g of an areus of Verus took place i n the south. 
While i t would be patently absurd to place much weight on the e v i 
dence of a mere three coins, i t i s amusing to note en passant that 
the r a t i o of 2:1 thus established between s i t e - f i n d s i n Northern 
and Southern B r i t a i n provides a relatiyely accurate miniature of the 
d i s t r i b u t i o n p a t tern of aurei i n t h i s period. 

Having assembled the information regarding t h i s d i s 

t r i b u t i o n we can draw various conclusions from i t . The f i r s t must 

be that the sample i s too small to permit major theories, secondly, 

we may assxune e i t h e r that aurei of the period from Hadrian to 

Aurelius were i n small supply i n the south or that although many 

existed, few have been found since the Roman period. While the 

second p o s s i b i l i t y i s f e a s i b l e , i t does seem more reasonable to 

accept the f i r s t . I t has already been seen that Trajanic aurei 

occur i n B r i t a i n with a steady frequency, again with the majoiity 

being found i n the n o r t h . I t does then seem l i k e l y t h a t while 

a u r e i continued to enter B r i t a i n i n the Hadrianio-Antonine era. 
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there may have been an o f f i c i a l p o l i c y of t r a n s m i t t i n g the bulk 

of new supplies d i r e c t to the north. The economy of Southern 

B r i t a i n seems to have been serviced by the continued c i r c u l a t i o n 

of older a u r e i , probably with a small proportion of l a t e r issues 

of which the one aureus of Verus from Southern B r i t a i n i s an 

example. 

My survey has now reached a point at which a more detailed 

study of north B r i t i s h evidence can be undertaken, A f i n a l commen

t a r y on the rest of B r i t a i n at t h i s time, may, however, be i n order 

f i r s t . I n the nature of the case Rome would ensure that the 

economy continued to function e f f i c i e n t l y while at the same time 

the m i l i t a r y a c t i v i t y i n the north was amply financed. Thus we 

may not conclude from the presence of very few aurei i n Southern 

B r i t a i n that any economic decline had begun. Rather we must 

constantly bear i n mind the longevity of aurei.. The other point 

i& t h i s connection i s that e a r l i e r supplies of gold seem to have 

been l a r g e l y s u f f i c i e n t f o r the needs of the economy i n the south. 

This may i n f a c t indicate that the system was maintaining or being 

maintained at a f a i r l y steady l e v e l throughout the period. One 

reason f o r t h i s might be the cost of maintaining maximum e f f i c i e n c y 

i n the northern troops and t h e i r bases. This may have forced 

economy measures i n the c i v i l sector as f a r as public spending was 

concerned. These are speculations beyond the scope of the e v i 

dence andfescinating though they are, I must, not take them too 

f a r l e s t I arrives, at some untenable conclusions. 

The evidence so f a r produced has demonstrated that Northern 

B r i t a i n became the predominant area f o r the d i s t r i b u t i o n of aurei 

i n the years from Hadrian to Aurelius. I n order to give due weight 

to t h i s f a c t I w i l l now consider the hoards found at Corbridge, 

South Shields and Rudchester. An i n t r o d u c t i o n i s provided by 
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Sutherland i n the course of h i s comments on'ftie Corbridge hoard. 

" I t i s i n t e r e s t i n g to observe the way i n which gold 

entering B r i t a i n seems to have gravitated at once to the no r t h : 

there are several d i e - i d e n t i t i e s , i n v o l v i n g both dies, i n t h i s 

hoard, which (by t h e i r suggestion that consignments of gold were 

not very widely dispersed before reaching the north) may possibly 

i n d i c a t e t h i s process - 2 coins of Vespasian, 4 of Hadrian (from 

two d i f f e r e n t p a i r s of d i e s ) , and 2 of Pius - besides a considerable 
7 

number of ei t h e r obverse or reverse i d e n t i t i e s alone." 

This gives a useful opportunity f o r a discussion of the 

Corbridge hoard which i s chronologically the f i r s t of the series 

now to be studied. As i s the way with hoards, much has been w r i t t e n 

about -te example found there i n I 9 I I . . Craster wrote the o r i g i n a l 

report and concluded that the hoard began to be amassed i n the 

Flavian period. This conclusion i s one to which I w i l l return 

a f t e r i n d i c a t i n g the terminus post quem of the hoard. This was 

estimated by Craster as about l60-2 on the evidence provided by 

the presence of the l a t e s t coins. Since I 9 I I emphasis has again 

been l a i d on both the hoard and i t s date i n attempts to l i n k both 

w i t h the northern uprisings which occurred at about t h i s time. So 

f a r then the two basic theories have been introduced; I w i l l now 

examine each i n t u r n . 

Craster explained h i s theory of a Flavian o r i g i n f o r the 

hoard i n terms which I w i l l summarise here. He considered i t un

l i k e l y that a hoarder during Trajan's reign would own f o r t y - e i g h t 

a urei of that emperir besides f o r t y - e i g h t issued by Nero, h i s 

immediate successors and the e a r l i e r Flavians. Furthermore, he 

found i t even more improbable that the aurei issued during the 

b r i e f reigns of Galba, Otho and V i t e l l i u s survived to any great 

extent i n the second century. S i m i l a r l y , the concept of as many 
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as seven examples of the l a t t e r group occurring i n a c o l l e c t i o n of 

one hundred and s i x t y coins, unless they began to be collected i n 

the Flavian period, seemed t o t a l l y improbable, to Craster. Having 

thus delivered judgement on the hoard he gave i t as h i s opinion t h a t , 

"the hoard may,, therefore, be taken to be the accumulated 

wealth of several generations which began to be l a i d by i n the 

l a s t quarter of the f i r s t century and was hidden aboit l 6 0 - l 6 2 . " 

The Craster theory may be challenged at several points. 

The most obvious opening remark i s that a t t e n t i o n must once again 

be given to the l o n g e v i t y o f a u r e i . By accepting Sperber's 

f i n d i n g s that Trajan issued no edict demonetising aurei and allowing 

f o r the c i r c u l a t i o n of Pre-Trajanic aurei as l e g a l tender throughout 

the second century one i s able to envisage the c i r c u l a t i o n of f o r t y -

e i g h t , and more, aurei of the period from Nero to Domitian i n com

pany w i t h those of Trajan i n about l60 A.D. I have already d i s -

eussed the e f f e c t of longevity on the examples of aurei from Scot

land, here I conjecture that the c i r c u l a t i o n of Flavian aurei i n 

the Antonine period occurred on a substantial scale. From t h i s 

i t i s a l o g i c a l and easy t r a n s i t i o n to postulate that Neronian and 

l a t e r aurei could be found w i t h such pieces w i t h i n the confines of 

a hoard f i r s t formed i n about 160. 

So f a r , I have done nothing to disprove Craster's theory, 

instead I have supplied an a l t e r n a t i v e s o l u t i o n to the problem• I 

consider t h i s to be the more l i k e l y of the two because i f the hoard 

represents a cross-section of c u r r e n t l y v i a ble coinage suddenly 

withdrawn from c i r c u l a t i o n i t can be understood i n terms of what i s 

known about the t r a i t s of hoards and c i r c u l a t i n g a u r e i . These 

t r a i t s are discussed by R.G. Collingwood i n the f o l l o w i n g passage, 

" i n a gold savings-hoard the coins are almost always i n 

p r e t t y good co n d i t i o n : while i n a gold hoard representing pay, 
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and therefore drawn from current treasury stock, good gradation 
0 

of wear i s usual; as f o r example, i n the Corbridge hoard."-^ 

As an aside, i t i s i n t e r e s t i n g to contrast the Corbridge 

and Bredgar hoards i n the l i g h t of t h i s statement, the progressive 

stages o f wear v i s i b l e i n the l a t t e r hoard have none the less not 

provoked a conclusion that the hoard i s representative of pay. 

Probably, therefore, as i s reasonable, the amount has been thought 

too small to represent such a pay-chesty 

Returning to the present discussion, we f i n d that C o l l i n g -

wood has taken the view t h a t the Corbridge hoard represents pay 

and th a t i t s aurei come from "current treasury stock," Thus we 

have eminent advocates f o r both of the theories which I have out

l i n e d . An a p p l i c a t i o n of Collingwood's dictum w i l l n a t u r a l l y 

tend to dismiss Craster's case f o r considering the Corbridge hoard 

a savings deposit. I have already said that I agree that t h i s 

should be done as i t seems more reasonable to suppose t i i a t the 

aurei forming the I 9 I I hoard represent Antonine currency rather 

than to imagine the successive generations of a c a p i t a l i s t i c family 

s t e a d i l y amassing a hoard of au r e i , many of which, being worn, 

would be u n l i k e l y to appeal to hoarders with refined and expensive 

t a s t e s . 

. We come now to the question of the reason f o r the hoard's 

b u r i a l and l o s s , Craster i s certain of the cache's h i s t o r i c a l 

s i g n i f i c a n c e , 

" I t furnishes evidence of destruction overtaking Corstopitum 

i n A,D,160-162,"-^° 

This opinion has more recently been supported by Frere 

who commuted the d r a s t i c word "destruction" to the more moderate 

phraseology of "some emergency". His statement that "the hoard 

must have been buried i n some emergency at Corbridge i n I6O-I62 

and not recovered^"^^ 
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Serves to perpetuate Craster's melodramatic p i c t u r e of Corbridge i n 

flames and the whole northern f r o n t i e r threatened and breached by 

r e b e l l i o u s northern tribesmen. I t seems to me that t h i s reading 

of the s i t u a t i o n disregaiids various d i f f i c u l t i e s of i n t e r p r e t a t i o n . 

The Craster-Frere theory seems to require a measure of m i l i t a r y 

a ction at Corbridge on a scale which would be, to say the l e a s t , 

s u r p r i s i n g . 

The idea that an emergency or even a disaster could arise 

of so great a magnitude that the garrison would not even have time 

to ensure the safe withdrawal of unit-funds seems to me u n l i k e l y . 

I f i t i s argued th a t the hoard was buried f o r safety during a m i l i 

t a r y a c t i o n we may consider t h i s nearer the t r u t h . But what m i l i 

t a r y man, i f of o f f i c e r - g r a d e , would conceal regimental money i n a 

copper jug? The nature of the receptacle urges us to consider an 

a l t e r n a t i v e s o l u t i o n to the problems posed here. I t i s not clear 

whether the s i t e on which the hoard was foiuid was the i n t e r i o r of a 

house or a courtyard area. I n e i t h e r case, neither l o c a t i o n i s 

such th a t i t would r e a d i l y recommend i t s e l f to a soldier entrusted 

w i t h the concealment of army funds. 

I n view of the non-military nature of the vessel, the cunning 

shown i n the hoard's secretion (extending to the stopping of the 

jug's mouth with two bronze coins rather than any of a more valuable 

metal, unless t h i s was determined merely by the f a c t that only bronze 

pieces were of a suitable size f o r the work), the b u r i a l i n a court

yard or under a house f l o o r , both being i n d i c a t i v e perhaps more of 

p r i v a t e than p u b l i c areas of the f o r t , one i s forced to conclude 

that the hoard may w e l l be the r e s u l t of a robbery from u n i t funds. 

This would explain the use of a jug and the b u r i a l i n a r e l a t i v e l y 

p r i v a t e area. The other, s i m i l a r , p o s s i b i l i t y i s that the hoard 

d i d i n f a c t represent savings, being one of the exceptions that as 
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Collingwood admitted, contravened h i s general r u l e . I f t h i s were 
so v/e would have found the l e g i t i m a t e l y "buried property of someone, 
or more l i k e l y some group of men, of considerahle wealth. 

Having examined the various p o s s i b i l i t i e s regarding the 

hoard's ownership, we may progress to a discussion of i t s significance. 

As I have already said, Craster would l i k e to associate the hoard 

w i t h r i s i n g s i n the n o r t h , and Frere h i n t s at a si m i l a r conclusion. 

I t i s , however, somewhat d i f f i c u l t to j u s t i f y t h i s i n t e r p r e t a t i o n of 

the s i t u a t i o n i n view of the available evidence. For the moment I 

w i l l set aside a l l the a l t e r n a t i v e theories already stated, the 

acceptance of which would render any l i n k with native r i s i n g s i n 

the Horth purely coincidental, and concentrate on the theory that 

the hoard was i n f a c t buried during a m i l i t a r y emergency at Corbridge. 

I t would be r e l a t i v e l y easy to accept t h i s fact i f one had 

s u i t a b l e proof i n archaeological terms, and i f the coin series had 

ended w i t h issues of about 152-3 A.D., because at t h i s period almost 

ten years before the terminus post quem of the Corbridge hoard, there 

was c l e a r l y m i l i t a r y a c t i v i t y i n response to a major r i s i n g i n 

Northern B r i t a i n . Of the years 154 to 158 Frere remarked that 

i n d i c a t i o n s of serious trouble are:-

ggiven by coins and i n s c r i p t i o n s and confirmed by troop 

movements.""^^ 

S i m i l a r l y , had the coin series been concluded rather l a t e r 

we could have associated t h i s with the barbarian r i s i n g i n I80 

when Marcellus was sent to restore order i n Northern B r i t a i n . 

But the Corbridge hoard l i e s stubbornly between the two known 

campaigning-sessions of the period. I t seems that the only 

d e f i n i t e association to l i n k i t with m i l i t a r y events i s a reference 

i n the ̂ 'criptyres H i s t o r i a Augustas where i t i s recorded t h a t , / j ^ 

"imminebat etiam Britannicum bellum et adversos 
Britannos quidem Calpurnius Agricola missus est.''^^ 
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The outcome of Calpurnius's a r r i v a l to suppress the threat 

of war was the construction of a series of f o r t s i n Northern B r i t a i n . 

I t w i l l be agreed that t h i s does not seem a l i k e l y "background against 

which to set the scene f o r a m i l i t a r y emergency at Corbridge. I t 

i s , therefore, advisable to revise the t r a d i t i o n a l associations of 

t h i s hoard and accept one of my a l t e r n a t i v e solutions. A l l of them 

w i l l explain the concealment i n an u n o f f i c i a l cache and container. 

None of them gives a convincing reason f o r the non-recovery of the 

hoard. I f the coins were stolen, did the t h i e f perish before 

spending h i s gains, d i d the l e g i t i m a t e owner die inestate and thus 

deprive h i s heirs of both fortune and d e t a i l s of i t s hiding-place? 

A l l such thoughts are i n t r i g u i n g but the major point at issue 

remains unsolved. The hoard can be dissociated from any r i s i n g i n 

the north and from the idea of destruction at Corbridge or along 

the f r o n t i e r i n general. 

The indefatigable Craster, having decided that the Corbridge 

hoard indicated enemy ac t i o n , then went on to a t t r i b u t e s i m i l a r 

causes to the b u r i a l of the Rudchester and South Shields hoards. 

"The loss of a single hoard might be due to accidental 

causes; but when, as here, two or three large hoards of the same 

period are found i n one d i s t r i c t , i t i s safe to conclude that they 

point to a time of disturbance, s i x or eight years separate 

the Corbridge and Rudchester f i n d s . The dangers that threatened i n 

160-162 had not passed away i n l68-9."-'"^ 

Again the attempt has been made to l i n k the hoards to 

d e f i n i t e h i s t o r i c a l events. I n the case of the Rudchester hoard, 

closing with a denarius of I68 m i l i t a r y a c t i v i t y may well be i n d i 

cated as the cause f o r b u r i a l . Marcus Aurelius may well have had 

to deal w i t h a r i s i n g of some magnitude at the time i n Northern 

B r i t a i n . Hov/ever, t h i s t e l l s us l i t t l e more about the exact s i g 

n i f i c a n c e of the hoard. 
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I t would be possible by the mid second century f o r a 

wealthy c i v i l i a n to have amassed c a p i t a l to the value represented 
by the Rudchester hoard. Althoxogh i t may be argued that the hoard 
i s l i k e l y to have had a m i l i t a r y o r i g i n , we should not omit a con
s i d e r a t i o n of the traders and entrepreneurs i n t h i s period. Further, 
i t must be remembered that though Northern Britain was almost con
s t a n t l y r e s t i v e and more than once i n open r e v o l t between I I 7 and 
the Severan period i t i s not enough to say that t h i s automatically 
guarantees the c l a s s i f i c a t i o n o f the Rudchester cache as one l a i d 
away due to the menaces o f current events. At a l l times even the 
most v i o l e n t , cautious people w i l l have hoarded currency;.^ i t may 
be th a t t h i s was one such sum, hidden at t h i s time f o r purely 
domestic reasons. 

The South Shields hoard presents a rather d i f f e r e n t problem 

i n that i t was incompletely recorded, the date of the l a t e s t denarius 

i s unknown. However, i t i s l i k e l y enough i n view of the longevity 

of aurei that the hoard may represent a b u r i a l contemporary with 

that of the Rudchester cache or one soon a f t e r t h a t . Craster 

wanted to consider the hoard as evidence f o r m i l i t a r y action, but 

again I prefer to claim no c e r t a i n t y i n the matter. My reasons 

are again those advanced i n the discussion of the Rudchester hoard 

and I w i l l not restate them here. 

Having considered the hoards closing i n coins of Aurelius 

I move on to discuss an i n t e r e s t i n g phenomenon. No aurei of the 

period from Commodus to IMius Julianus seem to have been found i n 

B r i t a i n , I n the case of a l l the r u l e r s i n t h i s period, with the 

exception of Commodus, there i s a reasonable h i s t o r i c a l explanation, 

Pertinax reigned f o r only about three months, Julianus f o r four, 

neither i n f a c t allowing long f o r t h e i r aurei to reach B r i t a i n 

during t h e i r r eigns. I n view o f t h i s b r e v i t y and the general 
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confusion r i f e i n the empire, i t may be regarded as doubtful 
whether many aurei of these men and those of Niger and Albinus J 
ever reached B r i t a i n i n the form of o f f i c i a l supplies o-f-ourrency. 
One would expect a ce r t a i n number to a r r i v e at some point mixed 
w i t h aurei of more orthodox emperors of longer r u l e . I t may wel l 
be t h a t the apparent absence of such pieces from B r i t a i n i s due to 
a combination o f t h e i r r a r i t y and the accident of discovery. The 
aurei o f Niger are even less l i k e l y to a t t a i n a sizeable volume i n 
B r i t a i n as h i s coinage was a l l struck at Syrian Antioch and w i l l 
r a r e l y have t r a v e l l e d so f a r west during or a f t e r h i s three year 
r e i g n . I n each case, from Pertinax to Albinus, the b r e v i t y o f 
r u l e and the consequent r a r i t y o f aurei can be accepted as a 
reasonably convincing answer to the absence of these coins from 
B r i t a i n . 

The case of Commodus i s d i f f e r e n t , h i s t h i r t e e n year reign 

i s manifestly too long to allow any such explanation as that 

already advanced. Again we f i n d an apparent absence of h i s aurei 

from B r i t a i n , Proceeding from general p r i n c i p l e s , i t i s possible 

to contrast t h i s p o s i t i o n w i t h the volume of s i l v e r and bronze 

c i r c u l a t i n g i n B r i t a i n under Commodus, Before quoting Sutherland 

f o r some relevant information i t might be as well to point out that 

the f o l l o w i n g remarks concern the t o t a l amounts of currency c i r 

c u l a t i n g i n the reign of Commodus and not only h i s own issues, 

Sutherland records a "sharp decline" i n the volume of s i l v e r currency 

under Commodus, but gives no spe c i f i c e a t t e n t i o n to the volvime of 

bronze. However, he i n f e r s from the f a c t that no struck copies 

of bronze f o r the emperors from Commodus to Valerian I are known, 

and only one cast piece - a Commodan ses t e r t i u s , that B r i t a i n had 

s u f f i c i e n t bronze coinage during the reign of Commodus. 

The p i c t u r e thus emerging o f Commodan currency i n B r i t a i n 
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i s one which can be int e r p r e t e d favourably with regard to our 
problem. Bronze supplies were adequate, s i l v e r was i n r e l a t i v e l y 
short supply. By v i s u a l i s i n g a currency-metal pyramid i n ascending 
order of value, we can argue that i n order to continue the l o g i c a l 
sequence gold must be even more rare than s i l v e r . This i s r e a l l y 
l i t t l e more than a stratagem designed to give some credence to an 
uncomfortable gap i n our information, but i t may have more than 
mere expediency to recommend i t . 

While I do not suggest that no Commodan aurei reached B r i t a i n , 

i t does seem reasonable to t h i n k that only r e l a t i v e l y small qua n t i t i e s 

a c t u a l l y did so. The most obvious counterpart to an apparent 

s c a r c i t y of Commodan gold would be an abundance of aurei issued 

by e a r l i e r emperors. An examination of s i t e - f i n d evidence ex

tending as f a r back as Trajan suggests that only h i s aurei can have 

c i r c u l a t e d i n B r i t a i n i n s u f f i c i e n t volume to allow considerable 

supplies to go on c i r c u l a t i n g under Commodus. I f , on the other 

hand, we examine the Corbridge hoard we f i n d not only Trajan but 

also Hadrian and Pius strongly represented. As always, I must 

stress the danger of judging from minute samples, but allowing 

f o r t h i s we may suggest a possible answer. I t may be that under 

Commodus and ther e a f t e r f o r an unknown length of time the bulk of 

B r i t a i n ' s gold currency was formed by issues of Trajan, Hadrian 

and Pius. A l l three had long reigns and the aurei of a l l of them 

are r e l a t i v e l y w e l l represented i n B r i t a i n . This i s flimsy e v i 

dence f o r such an important conclusion, but i t again demonstrates 

a p o i n t that I made e a r l i e r . The fa c t that B r i t a i n seems to have 

continued to use e x i s t i n g , and presumably gradually d e c l i n i n g , 

stocks o f gold without r e c e i v i n g additions from the central treasury 

can be taken to imply e i t h e r maintenance of an economic status quo 

or perhaps more l i k e l y , t h a t a recession occurred now. Negative 
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evidence may lead to wrong conclusions here, but during the period 

of the Severi j u s t such a decline b e f e l l and i t may be that here 

we see i t s o r i g i n s . I f gold currency was i n r e l a t i v e l y small 

demand, we may argue that finance and commerce were depressed. I f 

t h i s i s so, the e f f e c t s would be f e l t i n due course by the whole 

economy. At f i r s t , only the major i n d u s t r i a l i s t s and fi n a n c i e r s 

would be affected, but eventually the 'slump' would reach a l l 

l e v e l s of society, . I have said that my evidence i s small f o r 

theories such as t h i s , but none the less the above p o s s i b i l i t y 

i s one to be borne i n mind. 
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PART TWO. 
CHAPTER FOUR. 

THE SEVERI TO CONSTANTIUS I . 

The period from the Severi to Constantius I i s one marked 

by a series of major economic and p o l i t i c a l changes i n B r i t a i n , 

To some extent these events are r e f l e c t e d i n the volume and geo

graphical d i s t r i b u t i o n of aurei at t h i s time. As well as the more 

spectacular aspects of the period - two breakaway regimes had to be 

brought down - there was a more insidious danger i n economic matters, 

I n f l a t i o n and recession, remaked upon i n the previous chapter, now 

became grave problems during the t h i r d centtiry, I w i l l study the 

period under three major headings nihich w i l l divide the century as 

f o l l o w s : - (a) the Severan period; (b) the mid t h i r d century; 

( c ) the B r i t i s h Empire and the Tetrarchy, I t w i l l be seen that 

f u l l chronological coverage of the period i s not thus achieved. 

However, by considering these four phases and a l l u d i n g to the 

intervening years, I hope to produce a reasoned discussion of t h i s 

confused and episodic century. 

When Severus became undisputed emperor h i s imperiiim ex

tended over a B r i t a i n ravaged by the inroads of embittered t r i b e s 

from north of the Antonine Wall, The work of governors Lupus and 

Senecio and f i n a l l y the presence of Severus and h i s sons were 

s u f f i c i e n t to concentrate the m i l i t a r y a c t i v i t i e s of the period 

i n t o the north as f a r as B r i t a i n was concerned. I f we look back 

to the Hadrianic period which provides a h i s t o r i c a l p a r a l l e l f o r 

such p o l i c i e s we.find that numismatically they are r e f l e c t e d by 

the presence of g o l d - s i l v e r hoards and the d i r e c t passage of new 
to 

gold supplies entering B r i t a i n up/the " f r o n t " i n the n o r t h . I n 

the case of the Severi a rather d i f f e r e n t pictvire emerges, s i l v e r 

shows the same t r a i t now that gold had displayed under Hadrian, 
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new supplies t r a v e l mainly to the n o r t h . But besides a t o t a l 

absence of g o l d - s i l v e r hoards from the north, and from B r i t a i n as 

a whole, there are r e l a t i v e l y few s i l v e r hoards. | 

The general p i c t u r e i s thus made rather more complex than 

was the case i n reviewing the s i t u a t i o n under Hadrian. An examina

t i o n of the coins representing Severan gold must be handled with 

great caution as a mere four s i t e - f i n d s seem to have been recorded 

and there are no hoards w i t h which to supplement the data thus made 

a v a i l a b l e . The volume of aurei and the complete absence of these 

pieces from contemporary hoards suggests a shortage of gold during 

the Severan period. This would accord with a general f a l l i n the 

amount of currency c i r c u l a t i n g i n B r i t a i n . Though not l i m i t e d to 

t h i s period, the decline began at the time of Severus. Laing 

says t h a t the nadir of t h i s decline was reached i n about 235. He 

then goes on to make a f a r more important p o i n t , he contends that 

the decline, "coupled w i t h the disappearance of hoards, points to 

the f i r s t h a l f of the t h i r d century being a period of r e l a t i v e 

peace and poverty."^ 

An examination of t h i s argument w i l l allow a discussion of 

the period up to 350. As I intend to go on to that l a t e r I w i l l 

reserve some of my comments f o r the moment. I t i s , however, 

necessary to make one or two points which have p a r t i c u l a r relevance 

to the Severan period. There i s no disappearance of hoards at 

t h i s stage, though as has been said, there are s u r p r i s i n g l y few 

of them. A s i g n i f i c a n t feature about these hoards i s that many 

are composed of bronze rather than s i l v e r coins. The f a c t that 

bronze hoards are more common i n the south than i n ±he north i s a 

l o g i c a l consequence from the concentration of s i l v e r i n the 

m i l i t a r y area under Severus to service h i s northern campai^ggs. 

Even though hoards had not yet vanished there are some ominous 

7 

n 



-53-
signs that the currency decline was underway. The small number 
of s i l v e r hoards and the v i r t u a l reduction of Southern B r i t a i n to 
a bronze currency basis found a natural concomitance i n the, 
apparent, shortage of gold. I have thus used the evidence pro
vided by s i l v e r and bronze to support my suggestion, that under 
Severus supplies of gold i n B r i t a i n were s t r i c t l y l i m i t e d . I f 
t h i s r e f l e c t s the f a c t that r e l a t i v e l y small consignments were i n 
dented f o r by Severan governors we have a major r e f l e c t i o n on the 
contemporary Romano-British economy. I t has already been shown 
that post-Marcan aurei seem to be absent and I have suggested that 
t h i s may mean that e x i s t i n g stocks of e a r l i e r gold were found 
s u f f i c i e n t . This i s an economic explanation, but i t was offered 
to cover a/period the l a t t e r part of which - a f t e r the assassination 
of Commodus - was marked by growing p o l i t i c a l t u r m o i l . I t might 
be argued that B r i t a i n made her e a r l i e r aurei s u f f i c e because 
e i t h e r none or only small amounts of more recent issues arrived due 
to the d i s r u p t i o n o f administrative machinery caused by the c i v i l 
wars f i n a l l y leading to the supremacy of Severus. 

While t h i s argument i s f a r from t o t a l l y s a t i s f a c t o r y , i t 

may in d i c a t e one f a c t o r i n the problem caused by the absence of 

aurei from the period between Marcus and Severus. Even i f t h i s 

can be countenanced w i t h regard to the phase j u s t mentioned, one 

hesitates to apply s i m i l a r reasoning to the Severan period. I f I 

may be permitted an epigraphic metaphor, I w i l l remark that Severan . 

b u i l d i n g i n s c r i p t i o n s from Hadrian's Wall and i t s hinterland record 

reconstruction of various damaged structures per lineam v a l l i . I n 

j u s t such the same way, one would imagine these e f f o r t s are reconstruc

t i o n would be directed towards the B r i t i s h economy. Tiberius had 

once reproved a prefect of Egypt g u i l t y of over-zealous t a x - c o l l e c t i o n 

w i t h the barbed words "boni pastoris esse tondere pecus, non deglubere."^ 
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I f T iberius could thus curb the rapacity of Aemilius Rectus and at 

the same time act i n Rome's i n t e r e s t , then surely i t would not be 

beyond Se'werus to fo l l o w a s i m i l a r p o l i c y . He became emperor at 

a time when economically and p o l i t i c a l l y B r i t a i n was i n need of 

r e s t o r a t i o n . The d i s t r i b u t i o n and paucity of Severan aurei and 

the general decline i n currency which now began suggest that 

economic aid was eit h e r small or non-existent. I n terms of 

p o l i t i c a l r e b u i l d i n g the Severi were more successful; a f t e r t h e i r 

campaigns and the CaracalIan settlement the northern f r o n t i e r of 

B r i t a i n remained peaceful f o r almost a century. The account 

given here tends to show the Severan period i n B r i t a i n as one more 

concerned with p o l i t i c a l than with economic matters. The d i s -

t i i b t i t i o n of Severan aurei i s dangerously tempting i n that i t i s 

on too small a scale to be conclusive and yet the few coins that 

there are do support the theory that Severan concern was f a r more 

f o r the p o l i t i c a l than f o r the economic p o s i t i o n of B r i t a i n . 

Northern England has produced an aureus of J u l i a Domna from 

Carrawburgh, while the Severan base on the Tay at Cramond revealed 

two a u r e i , one of Creta and one of Caracalla. The m i l i t a r y nature 

of these s i t e s needs no emphasis to support my po i n t . A rather 

i r o n i c point about the only Severan aureus from Southern B r i t a i n 

i s that the reference made to the discovery records the coin as 

"a b e a u t i f u l legionary aureus"^ of Severus at Colchester. Thus, 

even i n the south and on an urban s i t e we have an echo of Severan 

m i l i t a r i s m . I n concluding t h i s analysis of the period I w i l l 

quote Collingwood's statement of the Rostovtzeff thesis with 

regard to the wider f i e l d of Severan domestic p o l i c y . "Where 

e a r l i e r emperors had fostered, to'jjn l i f e as the p r i n c i p a l object 

of t h e i r care, Severus openly recognised the army as the basis 

of h i s power, and set on foot a movement by which the centre of 
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g r a v i t y of the empire's l i f e was transferred fromiftie town to the 

..4 camp." 
This tr a n s f e r of emphasis finds r e f l e c t i o n i n the B r i t i s h 

d i s t r i b u t i o n of Severan a u r e i , but as I have previously said one 

must not draw too much from inadequate evidence. 

I w i l l now nove on to consider the nid t h i r d century. 

Throughout the empire the period was marked by p o l i t i c a l and 

economic chaos. The rapid r i s e and f a l l of a long series of 

emperors, usurpers and rebels was matched f o r pace only by the 

ever growing danger o f i n f l a t i o n which f i n a l l y wrecked the currency-

system, Collingwood summarises the economic s i t u a t i o n i n the 

words, 

"By the middle of the century the currency had collapsed 

owing to reckless i n f l a t i o n . " ^ 

This background must be considered i n conjtinction with the closing 

stages o f the decline i n the volume o f currency already discussed 

which had a low-point i n about 235. I n t h i s section of my 

thes i s I w i l l give a discussion o f the period from approximately 

235 to 270, 

This w i l l involve an examination o f B r i t a i n at a time 

when the economic s i t u a t i o n can hardly be said to improve. Rather 

i t exchanges the austere and f r u g a l lack o f coinage which marks the 

opening o f the period f o r the l i t e r a l flood of base coin of the 

C r a l l i c Empire period which brings t h i s phase to a close. I n 

both cases the economy of B r i t a i n was reduced to functioning on a 

currency i n which bronze came to play an increasingly predominant 

p a r t . The proportion of s i l v e r i n the currency f e l l sharply and 

the i n t r i n s i c value of the anto n i n i n i a n i became n e g l i g i b l e i n 

terms of s i l v e r . I n a currency where a growing proportion of 

the coin was of bronze^he s i l v e r f i n a l l y became white-metal 
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washed aes there would seem to be l i t t l e economic scope f o r a 

large-scale c i r c u l a t i o n of a u r e i . This deduction can be amply 

supported from d i s t r i b u t i o n evidence as the number of gold pieces 

of the period that have been recorded seems to be very small. 

But before concluding that t h i s must be the case i t might be as 

w e l l to consider the l i k e l y behaviour of any person fortunate 

aiough to possess aurei at t h i s time. 

He might w e l l f i n d that the general decline i n the value 

of bronze currency and the growing r a r i t y of aurei made the pre

servation of h i s gold pieces seem v i t a l . His argument might be 

th a t i n such a s i t u a t i o n only gold could provide a staple currency, 

bronze was flebased and s i l v e r v i r t u a l l y a nominal concept. There

f o r e , w i t h gold at a premium i n more ways than one, the owner would 

surely t r y to preserve h i s coins f o r as long as possible or spend 

them c a r e f u l l y i n order to achieve maximum value, despite r i s i n g 

i n f l a t i o n . I f the owner adopted e i t h e r p o s i t i o n he would tend 

to save up h i s aurei f o r some time. I f he was merely concerned 

to keep h i s gold i n the form of savings he might form a hoard; 

should he be concerned to spend h i s coins wisely he might s t i l l 

form a hoard, but of a more temporary nature. I n e i t h e r case I 

p o s i t a hoard, the problem arises that no hoards of aurei seem to 

have been found from the mid t h i r d century. I f t h i s i s so or 

even i f a r e l a t i v e l y small number of such hoards did e x i s t , we 

f i n d t h a t we must come back to our o r i g i n a l conclusions. I t seems 

that r e l a t i v e l y few aurei entered,and c i r c u l a t e d i n , B r i t a i n during 

the mid t h i r d century. 

There i s one other possible counter to t h i s theory. A l 

though the p u r i t y of aurei was always of a t o l e r a b l y high standard 

the d i f f i c u l t y o f amassing large supplies and the p r a c t i c e of 

c r e a t i n g wealth i n the form of b u l l i o n and ingots may have led to 
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the melting down of many gold coins during t h i s peridd. I w i l l 
show i n due course i t i s l i k e l y that during the early sub-Roman 
period B r i t a i n was i n an economic p o s i t i o n where gold had no 
place i n the currency s t r u c t u r e , I may here advance the theory 
that the mid t h i r d century presents a s i m i l a r p i c t u r e . An i n f l a t i o n -
wrecked economy almost t o t a l l y based on worthless bronze can have 
had l i t t l e place f o r f i n e ^ o l d . The r e l a t i v e value of the two 
metals i n terms of denominations was such that i t would tend to 
overrate gold at a l l times. The tremendous contrast between the 
base bronze and the f i n e gold must always have meant an increasing 
l e v e l of the exchange rate of aurei i n terms of a n t o n i n i a n i . 

Sutherland holds the opinion that the years from about 310 

to 360 were "a h a l f century of almost unrelieved bronze coinage."^ 

Further, he maintains that "coins struck i n gold and s i l v e r can 

only have c i r c u l a t e d very r a r e l y " ' at t h i s time. Thus i t seems 

we have a basic economic reason f o r the s c a r c i t y of aurei i n the 

mid t h i r d century. I t i s inta-esting to note that there seems to 

have been an attempt to produce a certain amount of cast i m i t a t i o n -

aurei during the f i r s t h a l f of the t h i r d century. These pieces 
8 

are "base and somewhat rough" , but c l e a r l y attempt to copy con

temporary a u r e i . This raises two points worthy of f u r t h e r d i s 

cussion, on the one hand the e f f o r t s aimed at producing such copies 

may have had a criminal or an economic motive, on the other hand 

the very act of i m i t a t i o n i s capable of at least two i n t e r 

p r e t a t i o n s . 

The criminal aspect of such behaviour leads one to assume 

that the _^orgers held the opinion that t h e i r pieces would r e a d i l y 

be accepted i n a l l commercial transactions. Does t h i s mean that 

sheer u n f a m i l i a r i t y with genuine aurei on the part of many people 

would favour the ^ r g e r ? I n other words, was he basing h i s attempt 
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to deceive on the grounds that h i s material would probably pass un

challenged on points of p u r i t y . To suggest such a hypothesis seems 

to lead us to two barely tenable conclusions, namely (a) that 

t h i r d century _ ^ r g e r s underestimated the traders, and perhaps 

troops, among whom t h e i r coins would c i r c u l a t e , and (b) that i f 

genuine aurei were that rare how do we explain, ( i ) the ^ r g e r s ' 

ready access to such supplies as did exist and ( i i ) the degree 

of r a r i t y the deception would require aurei to possess i n commercial 

c i r c l e s i n order to succeed. Only ( i i ) can be answered s a t i s 

f a c t o r i l y and I have already attempted to demonstrate as much. 

Having thus argued against the idea that the base i m i 

t a t i o n s of aurei were i l l e g a l gorgeries, one i s drawn to the 

a t t r a c t i v e hypothesis that these coins have a measure of pseudo-

legitimacy. The period under discussion, the mid t h i r d century, 

i s one i n which the produciion of copies i n base metal of s i l v e r 

coinage was both widespread and considerable. This process seems 

i n the case of s i l v e r to have been based on economic rather than 

cr i m i n a l grounds. I t was a desire to maintain am", adequate 

supply of acceptable coinage rather than a deliberate attempt at 

p r o f i t a b l e d e c e i t . I f one attempts to extend t h i s l i n e of 

reasoning to apply the same economic j u s t i f i c a t i o n to the casting 

of i m i t a t i o n aurei one meets seTPeral problems. The most basic 

and perhaps the most paradoxical l i e s i n deciding why such a 

pra c t i c e was followed. 

I t has already been stated that aurei w i l l have been very 

rare i n c i r c u l a t i o n during the early and middle years of the 

t h i r d century. The l o g i c a l inference from t h i s might seem to 

be that f o r t h i s very reason there was a need to produce some form 

of token gold currency i n order to maintain the upper stratum of 

the monetary system. To this i t might be objected that no such 
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action was necessary as the economy was so stagnant that the few 
aurei that d i d c i r c u l a t e would be adequate. 

A second objection to my proposed economic basis f o r gold-

i m i t a t i o n i s more purely numismatic. I t seems to be an established 
Q 

opinion that such coins are "the fa b r i c a t i o n s of a l a t e r age."-^ 

En passant one could mention here the remarkable gold piece from 

Caistor-By-Norwich which exactly copies an /I-*- 3 coin of Helena. 

I n other words, these coins have tended to be regarded as the 

r e s u l t s of vigorous antiquarianism or a r t i s t i c commemoration. But 

according to Dr. J.G. Milne, 

"a few of these, proceeding from Romano-British s i t e s , may 

i n f a c t be contemporary copies, cast i n base metal and subsequently 

g i l d e d over,"^^ 

I n other words not a l l such coins echo the Flavian practice 

of " r e s t o r i n g " *he types of e a r l i e r emperors. The operative words 

i n the Milne hypothesis are those i n which he stresses the l i m i t e d 

number of these copies which may, and note only may, be contemporary. 

Thus he points out that any contemporary copying of aurei during 

the f i r s t h a l f of the t h i r d century w i l l be on a scale d i r e c t l y 

comparable to that of the volume of genuine gold coins i n c i r c u l a t i o n . 

This can be taken to show that although the volume of gold i n c i r c u l a 

t i o n may have been considered i n s u f f i c i e n t i t seems l i k e l y that the 

inadequacy was met by a very l i m i t e d degree of i n f e r i o r production 

i n base metal. Thus the economy seems to have been content to 

operate on a small amount of r e a l gold and a smaller volvune of base 

a u r e i . Few more eloquent testimonies to the economic decline i n 

t h i r d century B r i t a i n can be found. 

One l a s t point i n connection with these copies of contemporary 

aurei i s that those of the Severi are apparently the most common. 

This may w e l l r e f l e c t a two-fold economic process. F i r s t of a l l 
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i t could indicate the f a c t that during the Severan period the 

notable shortage of aurei was to some extent met by the obvious 

expedient of producing base copies. Furthermore, the known long

e v i t y of aurei may w e l l have meant that Severan aurei continued to 

c i r c u l a t e , however r a r e l y , f o r many years down i n t o the mid t h i r d 

century and were thus available as the models f o r copies down to 

about 250 or 260. I f t h i s l a t t e r point could be proved and i t was 

to be taken i n conjunction w i t h the known fa c t that Severan copies 

are the commonest of those f e a t u r i n g t h i r d century emperors a s i g 

n i f i c a n t f a c t would emerge. I t would, i n f a c t suggest that 

Severan aurei formed the bulk of the Romano-British gold currency 

from the reign of Severus down to the middle of the t h i r d century. 

To say that Severan a r e i formed the bulk of such coinage i s to 

imply that the whole volume of gold i n the f i r s t h a l f of ifche t h i r d 

century was very small. I have already emphasised the s c a r c i t y 

of Severan aurei i n B r i t a i n , thus i f these were the largest pro

p o r t i o n of the currency we f i n d support f o r the hypothesis of a 

gold shortage i n B r i t a i n between 200 and 250. Furthermore, i t 

adds to the e x i s t i n g body of evidence f o r economic decline i n t h i s 

p e r i o d . My previous argument that aurei entered a province only 

at the request of a govornor leads us to two, perhaps a l t e r n a t i v e , 

perhaps compl^entary, conclusions. Either because economic / C 

decline made i t unnecessary or due to p o l i t i c a l unrest and some 

measure of administrative d i s r u p t i o n or i n view of both these factors 

i t i s l i k e l y that successive goyomoro-of B r i t a i n indented f o r no 

or only small amounts of a u r e i . This suggests (a) that no need 

was f e l t to boost e x i s t i n g supplies, therefore trade was at least 

not growing and was probably i n active decline, and (b) that e x i s t i n g 

supplies of aurei would probably dwindle as t h e i r r a r i t y grew and 

t h e i r value as b u l l i o n appreciated. I f t h i s action of p r i v a t e 
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y/ithdrawal became widespread, i t would provide economic j u s t i f i c a t i o n 

f o r the issue of base i m i t a t i o n - a u r e i i n the f i r s t h a l f of the mid 

t h i r d century. 

In examining the period of the B r i t i s h Empire and the 

Tetra^hy, I w i l l consider a rather longer phase than t h i s suggests. ^ r 

The Ctpallic Empire and the years between i t and i t s B r i t i s h counter

part account between them f o r only very few au r e i . Thus, rather 

than discuss them at length, I w i l l give them a t t e n t i o n now. 

Wr i t i n g of t h i s period, Collingwood observed, 

"The Carallic Emperors Postumus, Victorinus, and Tetricus 

were unable to arrest the process of decay, and during i t s temporary 

independence under Carausius B r i t a i n fared no bet t e r ; but perhaps 

the C f f a l l i c empire and the Carausian period withdrew B r i t a i n to 

some extent from the agonies of the r e s t , and l e f t i t battered and 

bankrupt, but qui e t , " ^ ^ 

I t seems pa-missible to apply t h i s general conmient to 

numismatics and s p e c i f i c a l l y to a u r e i . The apparent dearth of 

them observed during my study of the f i r s t h a l f of the t h i r d 

century apparently continued u n t i l well i n t o the fourt h century. 

The Oafallic Empire period, whatever i t s p o l i t i c a l significance 

f o r B r i t a i n , has only yielded one aureus^^^e of Valerian I , from 

south-east B r i t a i n ; and one of ̂ stumus from Caerleon^^—^his 

t i n y and enigmatic t o t a l can t e l l us aothing about contemporary 

p o l i t i c s , but i s c l e a r l y expressive i n terms of economic l i f e . 

The great s c a r c i t y of gold coins at t h i s stage must be regarded 

as a f i t t i n g concomitaiait to the f i n a n c i a l r u i n caused by the great 

debasements during the same period. 

When we consider the years between 270 and 286 we f i n d 

much the same s i t u a t i o n . Three coins of Carinus and one of Carus 

comprise the sum t o t a l of aurei found representing t h i s r e l a t i v e l y 
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long p e r i o d . I t i s not without i n t e r e s t to note that Mattingly, 

commenting on the Eichborough aureus of Carinus and Numerian 

regarded i t as a p a r t i c u l a r l y f a s c i n a t i n g specimen because "aurei 
l 2 

of these two Emperors are excessively rare." 

Rare as they are, a few occur i n B r i t a i n and serve to add 

a f u r t h e r complication to our d i s t r i b u t i o n p a t t e r n . We f i n d a 

s i t u a t i o n where only small numbers of aurei occur and some of these 

are rare enough to be considered u n l i k e l y to appear at a l l . I n 

the l i g h t of our present knowledge, i t would be wrong to deduce 

too much from these f a c t s ; i t does, however, seem clear that the 

economic recession of the e a r l i e r t h i r d century continued u n t i l 

the time of the B r i t i s h Empire. The presence of rare aurei of 

Carinus must not be explained i n terms of d i r e c t l y relevant h i s 

t o r i c a l Barents i n the sense of some m i l i t a r y campaign or a 

p o l i t i c a l upheaval. Rather, they may represent the occasion of 

an infrequent replenishment of the gold supply. The three aurei 

concerned have a predictable d i s t r i b u t i o n , two from Southern 

B r i t a i n and one from the nor t h , another t i n y sample but a r a t i o of 

2: 1 i n terms of the south-north d i v i s i o n of B r t t a i n probably 

r e f l e c t s accurately enough the l i m i t e d economic a c t i v i t y now 

e x i s t i n g i n the province. 

When we turn to the aurei of the B r i t i s h Empire and the 

Tetrarchy i t i s necessary to t h i n k i n p o l i t i c a l rather than 

economic terms. The events that make t h i s period most noteworthy 

to the h i s t o r i a n are the creation and suppression of a breakaway 

state i n B r i t a i n and the subsequent r e s t o r a t i o n vork undertaken 

by Constantius Chlorus. I t has long been held on numismatic 

evidence, l a r g e l y r e s t i n g on hoard d i s t r i b u t i o n , that the main 

support f o r Carausius centred on South Western B r i t a i n .''"̂  The 

exact extent o f h i s a u t h o r i t y over the more n o r t h e r l y part of 
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B r i t a i n i s unknown though a milestone found near C a r l i s l e shov;s 

that he may have controlled B r i t a i n up to that region at l e a s t . 

Unfortimately, the d i s t r i b u t i o n of Carausian aurei does l i t t l e 

to f u r t h e r our knowledge on t h i s p o i n t . Two pieces have been 

found i n the south; one being i n the south-west and the other i n 

the south-east, and two i n Wales, making a mere four i n a l l . This 

can at least be thought h e l p f u l i n that i t supports more general 

hoard and casual d i s t r i b u t i o n data with regard to Carausius's 

sphere of influence. 

I t seems that two of these aurei were i n f a c t copies; 

Sutherland says that such i m i t a t i o n s are very rare and crude and 

not always of c e r t a i n provenance. None the less he quotes F.C. 

1886 to the e f f e c t that the specimen from Neath i s i n f a c t one 

such copy, another has been found at Silchester. Thus the a l 

ready small t o t a l of four Carausian aurei has been reduced by 

h a l f , but the interest-value of the coins and t h e i r d i s t r i b u t i o n 

has been considerably increased. Without r e i t e r a t i n g a l l my argu

ments on the reasons f o r i m i t a t i n g a u r e i , I w i l l remark that i t 

seems on balance l i k e l y that i n t h i s case too the motive was 

economic rather than c r i m i n a l . I t remains to be considered why 

such i m i t a t i o n should take place. I f Carausius's mints were 

producing s u f f i c i e n t aurei such a practice would be considered 

superfluous. But i f , due to a possibly linked supply of gold, 

the o f f i c i a l moneyers could not supply enough aurei, how could 

p r i v a t e i n d i v i d u a l s get hold of gold i n order to produce t h e i r 

copies? Whatever the answer may be, i t appears to have been 

necessary to produce such copies, i f only on a small scale. 

TTae d i s t r i b u t i o n of the copies i s perhaps more i n t e r e s t i n g 

than that of the o f f i c i a l Casausian a u r e i , the l a t t e r occur i n 

very l i k e l y areas, one at Cirencester and one at Speen ( i n 
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Berkshire). Both i n the south and neither l i k e l y to cause much 

concern i n terms of t h e i r d i s t r i b u t i o n - s i g n i f i c a n c e . The 

presence of a Carausian copy i n Wales i s i n t e r e s t i n g a s ( t r a d i t i o n ^ 1 

and numismatic evidence suggest the area was one of those most 

l o y a l to the rebel regime. I t may be that t h i s copy indicates 

a s c a r c i t y o f aurei i n 7/ales under Carausius, I f t h i s i s true 

of an area apparently g i v i n g active support to the rebel regime, 

may i t be argued that p o l i t i c a l considerations meant that even 

less aurei reached the north where the power of Carausius may 

wel l have been limited? 

I f s c a r c i t y i s accepted as the reason f o r the i m i t a t i o n 

of Carausian aurei i n Wales, i t can also hold good f o r the same 

pra c t i c e i n south-east B r i t a i n , I t i s from Wales and Southern 

B r i t a i n that a l l the known o f f i c i a l and i m i t a t i o n aurei and a l l 

the o f f i c i a l aurei of All e c t u s - of whose aurei no B r i t i s h copies 

are known - occur i n t h i s province. This i s i n t e r e s t i n g i n t h a t , 

admittedly on inadequate evidence, i t suggests that Carausian copies 

may not have c i r c u l a t e d outside the area where h i s o f f i c i a l aurei 

seem to have been at t h e i r most voluminous. This may r e f l e c t 

the f a c t that such o u t l y i n g areas, i n e f f e c t the Midlands and the 

North received too few Carausian aurei to assist copying on any 

large scale. On the other hand, the general standard of these 

copies i s crude, which may imply sca r c i t y of, and perhaps 

excessive wear on, o f f i c i a l pieces, as well as, or instead of, 

poor workmanship by the i m i t a t o r s . We return to our e a r l i e r con

clusion that a general s c a r c i t y of Carausian aurei;.. i n B r i t a i n 

seems to have been p a r t i c u l a r l y acute i n the Iforth and the Midlands. 

The absence of i m i t a t i v e aurei of Allectus i s s i g n i f i c a n t , 

the obvious answer would be that h i s supplies of o f f i c i a l gold 

coinage were adequate. This i s not, however, easy to prove, 
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although the discovery of one such areus at Erw-Hen may be of special 

note. The find-spot i s near the Dolaucothi gold mine which was 

worked by the Romans. Probably nothing more than coincidence 

l i n k s the two s i t e s i n the present case, but i t serves to i l l u s t r a t e 

my hypothesis. I f not f o r economic reasons of suffici e n c y i t i s 

d i f f i c u l t to conceive o f a l i k e l y reason f o r the apparent lack o f 

i m i t a t i o n . The only a l t e r n a t i v e I can suggest may perhaps be 

c r i t i c i s e d f o r learning too heavily upon imperial panegyrics. Our 

sources record the severity of Allectus's government, perhaps some 

harsh penalty f o r currency-copying may have served to deter any 

would-be coiners. Roman laws against c o u n t e r f e i t i n g were stern 

and while these copies may arguably not be counterfeits, Allectus 

may have punished t h e i r producers as i f such were the case. 

Later i n our present period, Constantius Chlorus campaigned 

i n B r i t a i n defeating Allectus and then r e s t o r i n g Roman au t h o r i t y 

i n the north of the province. This l a t t e r phase i s probably 

r e f l e c t e d by the presence of two of h i s aurei i n Scotland. One 

of these w i l l be referred to again l a t e r as i t was found to have 

been re-used as an ornament or amulet p r i o r to i t s f i n a l loss. 

Both aurei come from an area where economics can provide l i t t l e 

reason f o r t h e i r presence, while p o l i t i c s supply a ready s o l u t i o n . 

Here i s one of the rare cases where we can regard a hypothesis as 

probably correct, rather than merely possible. 

The pesiod seems to have been almost devoid of mixed hoards 

of gold and s i l v e r . The only two such caches of which I have 

record are both i n t h e i r own way remarkable. The hoard supposedly 

found i n an urn at Alcester i s the less r e l i a b l y reported and can 

be disposed of quite b r i s k l y . The o r i g i n a l account was w r i t t e n 

i n the seventeenth century and claimed that "about I638" the 

discovery was made of an urn containing ashes and with i t another 
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" f u l l of medals, set edgelong as f u l l as i t could be thrust."•''^ 

Some of the coins were apparently dispersed before the w r i t e r 

gained possession of the urn, but on acquiring i t he found thev, 

remaining contents to be sixteen gold coins ajid some eight 

hundred s i l v e r . At t h i s point the account begins to gain a 

fabulous aura as the author goes on to say that no two of the 

s i l v e r coins were a l i k e j even allowing f o r the great m u l t i p l i c i t y 

of reverse types on Roman coins a t o t a l o f eight hundred without 

duplicates seems u n l i k e l y . However, t h i s i s made to seem i n 

s i g n i f i c a n t i n the l i g h t o f the f u r t h e r assertion that coins, 

"contained the whole h i s t o r y of the Roman Empire from 

J u l i u s Caesar t i l l a f t e r Constantine the Great's time,"'''^ 

The sheer span of t h i s period i s too great to accept as at a l l 

possible. 

Sutherland puts an a l t e r n a t i v e case with a d i f f e r e n t set 

of dates, 

"As they stand these dates are misleading and indeed 

i n c r e d i b l e , though i t i s l i k e l y that t h i s hoard may have included 

A'̂  of the ear l y Empire onwards, with from Diocletian 

onwards,"^^ 

The f a c t that the gold coins may be held to have been from the time 

of D i o c l e t i a n onwards forms the sole reason f o r entering a d i s 

cussion of t h i s hoard under the general t i t l e of a study of aurei 

i n the period of the Tetrarchy, S t r i c t l y speaking, I would be 

more correct i n leaving i t to my tables, where I w i l l l i s t the 

hoards too vaguely described to allow more formal analysis but as 

I have i n t h i s case a possible foundation period, though not as i s 

more usual a closing date, I have chosen to discuss the hoard now. 

In the absence of more secure dating evidence I can draw no 

conclusions as to the s p e c i f i c circumstances causing the hoard's 
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b u r i a l linless a dangerously generous emphasis be given to the noted 
reference to an urn containing ashes. Could the hoard be the 
companion f o r the cremated remains of the foimder, the two being 
preserved together by some g r a t e f u l descendant? Having accused 
the report of fabulous nar r a t i o n I must curb my own fancy and 
leave the hoard to stand as a fascinating exception i n a generally 
rather d u l l economic era. 

The hoard from Sully, near Glamorgan, has been mentioned 

already. In order to restore the s c i e n t i f i c approach necessary 

i n t h i s thesis I w i l l begin by quoting Grueber's matter of f a c t 

conclusion to h i s account of the discovery, 

" I t i s needless to speculate on the circumstances which 

led to the b u r i a l of t h i s hoard. The presence of a s k u l l near 

the spot affords no clue, as i t was probably i n no way connected 

wi t h the treasure. The hoard, which was of considerable value 
17 

at the time, was evidently buried by a p r i v a t e i n d i v i d u a l , " 

But i f speculation upon the reason f o r b u r i a l i s to be discouraged -

and there seems no obvious national or l o c a l reason f o r the con

cealment - there i s s t i l l much to consider with regard to the 

hoard's composition. The three elements, s i l v e r and gold coins 

and gold rings are d i s t i n c t i n date and t h e i r union here i s note

worthy. I n order to stress t h i s p o i n t , I w i l l quote Grueber at 

length as he makes the p o s i t i o n clear and r e a d i l y comprehensible, 

"With one exception, that of Carausius, the s i l v e r coins 

range from A.D.I80 to c i r c . A.D. 267 The gold 

coins range from A.D. 286 to about A.D.306 I t i s quite 

easy to account f o r the coins of the two metals being of d i s t i n c t 

periods. The o r i g i n a l owner of the hoard, who concealed i t i n 

the earth, must have desired only to possess coins and other 

objects of the f i n e r metals, and i n t h i s manner the baser pieces 
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which were current a f t e r A.D.267 were excluded from h i s treasure." 

Basing h i s calculations on the f a c t that the l a t e s t coin, an aureus 

of Maximian, was " i n an excellent state of preservation" Grueber 

thought the approximate date of b u r i a l was between 306 and 310. 

The theory he advanced to account f o r the fact that the 

d e n a r i i and antoniniani were uniformly e a r l i e r than the aurei i s 

economically f e a s i b l e . The majority of t h e s i l v e r coins belong 

to the l a t e r t h i r d century and the bulk of them are a n t o n i n i a n i . 

I n view of the f a c t t h a t s i l v e r of the years a f t e r /?ostumus had 

otherv/ise been excluded, i t i s i n t e r e s t i n g that the hoard included 

a Carausian denarius. The clue l i e s i n the f a c t Ahat Carausius 

issued d e n a r i i of f i n e s i l v e r of the standard and type of e a r l i e r 

d e n a r i i , not debased s i l v e r as used i n the immediately pre-

Carausian a n t o n i n i a n i . 

The gold coins include a specimen of the double aureus 

issued by Di o c l e t i a n of which Grueber remarked, 
19 

"coins of t h i s denomination are of extreme r a r i t y . " 

The combination of the emperor's more e l d e r l y p o r t r a i t and the 

reverse type of v i c t o r y seems to be unique. Such i s the hoard 

from S u l l y , a splendid discovery i n almost t o t a l h i s t o r i c a l i s o l a t i o n , 
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PART TWO. 
CHAPTER FIVE. 

CONSTANTINE I TO THE HID FIFTH CENTURY. 

Between the reign o f Constantine I and the mid f i f t h 

century a great change occurred i n the his*diry of B r i t a i n . At 

the beginning of t h i s period our island s t i l l formed a part of 

the Roman Empire. By the end of i t , B r i t a i n had been l e f t to 

look to i t s own defence, the Saxons were a r r i v i n g as immigrant 

s e t t l e r s and most v/estiges of Roman au t h o r i t y and c i v i l i s a t i o n 

had dwindled or vanished. Within t h i s economic, p o l i t i c a l and 

soc i a l structure Roman currency behaved understandably i n becoming 

increasingly scarce a f t e r 395• Collingwood notes that there was 

a " v i r t u a l cessation of supplies of coinage f o r B r i t a i n a f t e r 

about A.D,395 owing to the closing or decline of the C r a l l i c 

mints."^ Gold had alv/ays been less prominent than the other 

metcQs, i t now gradually disappeared from large scale c i r c u l a t i o n 

i n B r i t a i n i f our l i m i t e d evidence from s i t e - f i n d s can be held to 

demonstrate as much. On the other hand, a major feature of t h i s 

period i s the r e l a t i v e l y large number of go l d - s i l v e r and gold 

hoards buried and never recovered. A p a r a l l e l i s provided by 

the understandably larger t o t a l of s i l v e r hoards i n B r i t a i n 

belonging to the same period. I n many, though not a l l these cases, 

a l i n k w i t h the Roman army and administration's withdrawal can be 

established, however tenuous t h i s association may appear. The 

Anglo-Saxon Chronicle t e l l s us that on leaving B r i t a i n , 

"the Romans collected a l l the treasures which were i n 

B r i t a i n and h i d some i n the earth so that no-one afterwards could 
2 

f i n d them, and some they took with them i n t o Ccaul." 

I t may be that the hoards i n question provide examples 

proving the t r u t h of t h i s statement, a l t e r n a t i v e l y reasons such 

as precautions against the raids of Saxon and I r i s h p i r a t e s must 
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be given consideration. F i n a l l y , there i s the sometimes forgotten 

point t h a t some hoards are buried without any rel a t i o n s h i p to 

nat i o n a l or i n t e r n a t i o n a l events, thus the pivate a c t i v i t i e s of 

the populace have a place i n t h i s study and serve to emphasise the 

danger of t r y i n g to l i n k every hoard with some economic or 

p o l i t i c a l event. I n many cases such attempts are v a l i d , but the 

pr a c t i c e can be overworked. 

I w i l l subdivide t h i s chapter by f i r s t studying the 

Constantinian dynasty, Sutherland observed that under t h i s regime 

gold and s i l v e r could only have circula t e d very r a r e l y i n the 

Romano-British currency system almost uniformly composed of 

bronze. Furthermore, there was a general tendency from about A.D, 

350 onwards f o r the volume of currency to decline, especially i n 

the northern area connected with Hadrian's Wall, This also 

occurred on most of the s i t e s f a r t h e r south i n the c i v i l zone. 

This statement i s borne out by the facts that few s o l i d i of the 

period have been found casually and no gold or gold plus s i l v e r 

hoards closing i n t h i s era have apparently been recorded i n B r i t a i n . 

Of the sixteen such gold pieces discovered, s i x are issues 

of Constantius I I who i s approached i n terms of volume only by 

Constantine I of whom four gold coins have been found . This may 

ind i c a t e that the inauguration of the revised currency-system 

f e a t u r i n g the solidus was accompanied by a general d i r e c t i v e on the 

part of Constantine I that supplies of the new coin should be trans

mitted t o a l l areas o f the empire. This might explain the 

r e l a t i v e prominence of h i s issues. No such reason may be advaraed 

i n the case of Constantius I I , but possibly i t was during h i s reign 

that the next major supply of new s o l i d i was despatched to B r i t a i n . 

I f t h i s were so, we might on the evidence of gold of these two 

r u l e r s advance a hypothesis to the e f f e c t that gold f o r B r i t a i n 
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was sent out very i n f r e q u e n t l y . 

D i s t r i b u t i o n of gold of the Constantinian dynasty seems 

to be of a general nature and covers much of Roman B r i t a i n . In 

no case do many s o l i d i occur i n any one region, but no area i s 

t o t a l l y devoid of them. Two features of the d i s t r i b u t i o n are 

p a r t i c u l a r l y i n t e r e s t i n g i n terms of economic geography, namely 

the south-east and Wales, Right from the Conquest of 43, 

Richborough and i t s hinterland and then the whole south-eastern 

region had been the scene of concentrated Roman m i l i t a r y and c i v i l 

a c t i v i t y . This f a c t i s r e f l e c t e d i n the steady catalogue of aurei 

from Tiberius to A l l e c t u s spasmodically found there. Now under 

the Constantinian dynasty t h i s p o s i t i o n , though maintained, under

went a form of subordination i n that while the south-east has only 

four examples, the north can boast f i v e contemporary s o l i d i . 

T r i v i a l though the difference appears, i t i s none the less s i g 

n i f i c a n t i n a period when gold coins are scaree i n general. The 

paramount economic status of the south-east seems to have ex

perienced a decline at the end of the t h i r d century from which 

recovery was not yet complete. The f a c t of r e l a t i v e l y large-

scale d i s t r i b u t i o n i n Northern B r i t a i n i s to some degree due to the 

presence of one at York and another at Brough-on-Humber, Thus 

w i t h two of the f i v e pieces being fovind i n f o r t s , we see that the 

m i l i t a r y bias i n northern d i s t r i b u t i o n continues. I t i s not 

necessary to pursue a dangerous and i l l - f o u n d e d theory regarding 

a p a t t e r n of northern economic growth contemporary with a decline 

i n the south-east. 

The d i s t r i b u t i o n of the Constantinian dynasty's gold coins 

i n Wales i s p a r t i c u l a r l y s t r i k i n g . Four pieces from t h i s period 

prompted George Boon to wonder whether we have here evidence f o r 

a resurgence of C e l t i c r e l i g i o n such as that given f u l l y Romanised 
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form at Lydney, i n Gloucestershire, during the next f i f t y years.^ 

As r e l i g i o n has not so f a r been advanced i n t h i s thesis as a 

reason f o r gold coin d i s t r i b u t i o n and as Welsh finds are r e l a t i v e l y 

few, I w i l l examine t h i s theory i n d e t a i l . F i r s t of a l l , i t i s 

necessary to say that the evidence i s both obscure and fa s c i n a t i n g . 

The coins themselves present several problems regarding provenance. 

A gold coin o f Constantine I found i n Anglesey may have belonged to 

a hoard found at Holyhead composed of bronco coins, i n about l820, 

or may have been an is o l a t e d l o ss. Two more coins of Constantine 

I were apparently found at Llanga^p, Monmouthshirej thus we must 

accept a measure of doubt at the outset on the accuracy of s i t e -

a l l o c a t i o n . I n another way the coin of Constantius I I from 

Llanidan creates a problem; i t was issued i n 330 when Constantius 

was a Caesar and has been i d e n t i f i e d as a mul t i p l e solidus. This 

piece i s a great r a r i t y , uncertainty exists as to i t s exact value 

though Boon suggests i t may have functioned at a value of four gind 

a h a l f s o l i d i . We thus have an i n t e r e s t i n g i f somewhat awfcivafrd 

body of evidence to handle. 

The use to which Boon put i t i s explained below. He 

argued that Anglesey was u n l i k e l y to have been i n h o s t i l e hands at 

t h i s time and that the f o r t at Segontium was then held by Rome. 

He then assumed th a t the alleged naval base at Caer Crybi also had 

a Roman garrison at t h i s stage, Fromlhis reasoning he proceeded 

to consider C e l t i c r e l i g i o n as a d i s t r i b u t i o n factor as I have 

in d i c a t e d . Vilhile not prepared to r u l e out t h i s theory completely, 

I would at least wish to rai s e some objections and aJtemative ideas. 

Basi c a l l y I f a i l t o see the connection between Roman gold 

coins and Cel t i c r e l i g i o n . I f Boon was suggesting that these 

pieces are^form of r e l i g i o u s o f f e r i n g i t would be d i f f i c u l t to 
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substantiate such a theory. I f he proposed that the coins 

i n d i c a t e a senior o f f i c i a l or o f f i c i a l body i n each case, how do 

we reach t h e conclusion that such personnel were churchmen. 

The geography of the d i s t r i b u t i o n may be invoked to explain the 

idea of a r e l i g i o u s f a c t o r i n action, but despite the s p i r i t u a l 

associations of Anglesey and the C e l t i c Church, i t seems p e r f e c t l y 

reasonable to consider associating these coins i n the more obvious 

way w i t h the a c t i v i t i e s of either soldiers or traders. Having 

himself noted the m i l i t a r y presence at Segontium and probably at 

Caer Crybi, Boon gifss some i j u s t i f i c a t i o n f o r thi n k i n g that some or 

a l l of the coins i n question may have been l o s t by s o l d i e r s . 

Furthermore, although the date of the f i n a l abandonment of Wales 

by the Roman army has yet- to be established, the t r a d i t i o n a l 

association of Magnus Maximus with t h i s event may be accepted f o r 

the moment. This means that the garrison of Roman Wales as a whole 

w i l l s t i l l have been of s u f f i c i e n t proportions to increase the chance 

of a m i l i t a r y rather than a r e l i g i o u s o r i g i n f o r these s o l i d i . The 

question of trade i n f o u r t h century Wales i s one on which a certain 

Amount of reserve may be thought wise. I t may be that the economy 

was not such that large sums of money circula t e d i n the commercial 

sector, but probably s u f f i c i e n t business was done to allow the use 

of Roman s o l i d i . . I n that case we are able to follow a sound 

precept of detective work and eliminate any reference to the super

n a t u r a l as an explanation ot cause whenever possible. 

The d i s t r i b u t i o n and volume of l a t e r s o l i d i than those of 

the Constantinian dynasty i n B r i t a i n i s a more complex and extensive 

subject and one to v/hich I w i l l now proceed. The period can be 

considered in two parts as divided by the withdrawal of Roman 

au t h o r i t y t r a d i t i o n a l l y associated with A.D .410 or can be seen as a 

whole from the reign of Valentinian I . to the mid f i f t h century. 
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a f t e r the l a t t e r date the entry of Roman gold coins i n t o B r i t a i n as 

currency i s v i r t u a l l y at an end. I intend to adopt the l a t t e r 

course and discuss the casual losses and hoards of the whole period 

i n a continuous n a r r a t i v e i n order to emphasise the fact thstgold 

d i d not cease i t s c i r c u l a t i o n completely when Rome withdrew her 

l a s t o f f i c i a l s and troops from B r i t a i n . 

F i r s t , however, i t i s necessary to ou t l i n e the general 

trends i n gold d i s t r i b u t i o n and volume i n B r i t a i n under the 

Valentinian and Theodosian dynasties. Having recorded the decline 

i n q u a n t i t i e s o f s o l i d i c i r c u l a t i n g under the Constantinians i t i s 

perplexing to f i n d that gold suddenly r i s e s i n terms of volume i n 

currency. Sutherland records t h i s phenomenon and observes that 

v;ith the exception of the Cleeve Prior hoard, a l l the hoards i n which 

gold, i s prominent come from the eastern h a l f of B r i t a i n . Prom t h i s 

f a c t he deduced the f o l l o w i n g theory:- the e f f o r t s made by the 

cen t r a l government at the end of the f o u r t h century to assure 

B r i t a i n ' s s e c u r i t y may have included provision f o r ample payment 

of defensive troops to whom the gold would be a l l o t t e d . Sutherland 

thought that the actions o f S t i l i c h o i n about 395 may have been 

connected with t h i s p r o t e c t i v e preparation. I f t h i s was so, the 

known concentration of gold i n the east would suggest that the 

Romans expected continental invaders or raiders to pose a major 

threat to B r i t a i n at the time of the m i l i t a r y run-doivn i n the provinces 

Though t h i s theory may be p a r t i a l l y correct I f e e l one must 

s t i l l allow some consideration to the p o s i t i o n of the south-east as 

a primary economic sector. Certainly the t h r i v i n g trade of the 

e a r l i e r centuries had dwindled but w i t h i n the diminished structure 

of the Romano-British economy the south-east could surely l a y claim 

to be the most active commercial area. Perhaps t h i s i s l i t t l e of 

a d i s t i n c t i o n and a tenuous argument, but i t does provide some 

measure of correction to Sutherland's opinion of m i l i t a r y importance 
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i n current distribution-geography. 

Once the Roman withdrawal was completed, and even before 

t h a t , Romano-British currency had suffered c o n s t r i c t i o n of supply. 

B r i t a i n was now l e f t to eke out her previous supplies of coinage 

w i t h fresh pieces from abroad coming only i n small quantities due 

to p r i v a t e and commercial enterprise. Sutherland considers t h a t : -

"there i s every reason to suppose that the currency-system 

of f i f t h century B r i t a i n was on an /J-c- basis alone,"^ 

and t h a t , therefore, gold and s i l v e r coins of the period reached 

t h i s country only as b u l l i o n . Further he states that during or 

a f t e r the f i r s t quarter of the f i f t h century supplies of gold and 

s i l v e r v i r t u a l l y ceased, which again led to any such pieces as did 

occur being regarded as b u l l i o n . 

Despite t h i s apparently t o t a l c l a s s i f i c a t i o n of a l l f i f t h 

century gold as b u l l i o n , i t i s necessary to remember that some 

such pieces represent items of jewellery rather than tokens of 

commerce. For a l l h i s insistence on the non-monetary value of 

these s o l i d i and t h e i r palace as b u l l i o n , Sutherland does also 

consider t h e i r l a t t e r more ornate use i n personal ornament, 

"The number of Roman gold or s i l v e r coins of the n i i - f i f t h 

century found i n B r i t a i n i s , at any ra t e , extremely small, and i t 

may be regarded as cert a i n that such coins l a t e r , at le a s t , ac

quired a value as je w e l l e r y rather than as currency, f o r the 

economic conditions of f i f t h century B r i t a i n , now denied the 

benef i t s of o f f i c i a l r e ciprocating trade with the Continent would 
5 

have l i t t l e place f o r monetary u n i t s of such high value." 

Pursuing h i s case even f u r t h e r , Sutherland said that of the small 

number of Roman coins issued between A.D.425 and A.D.518 that occur 

i n B r i t a i n , some almost c e r t a i n l y reached t h i s country a f t e r the 

end of the f i f t h century. This was, he claimed, p a r t i c u l a r l y 
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l i k e l y i n the case of s o l i d i converted to je w e l l e r y . 

Having thus sketched the general o u t l i n e h i s t o r y of gold 

at t h i s l a t e stage, I w i l l move to a discussion of casual losses. 

Referring to t h i s t o p i c , Sutherland found that sporadic examples 

of gold and s i l v e r coins occur i n currency and discoveries more 

fre q u e n t l y than those of the Constantinian period. Once t h i s 

has been said, however, l i t t l e more can be deduced i n terms of 

d i r e c t evidence from these coins. I t i s possible to deduce some 

theories from the d i s t r i b u t i o n and i n a fev/ cases points have been 

raised i n connection with s p e c i f i c coins. 

The volume of s o l i d i present reaches i t s peaks i n issues 

of Valentinian I and of Honorius and Arcadius. I n the case of 

Valentinian t h i s may be a s i m i l a r s i t u a t i o n to that advanced as 

possible i n Constantine the Great's rei g n ; namely a generous 

i n f l o w of the new emperor and new dynast's gold to-boost B r i t i s h 

supplies and perhaps her economy and his prestige. In the case 

of Honorius and Arcadius the reason f o r t h i s r e l a t i v e l y high 

frequency i s perhaps more closely linked with h i s t o r i c a l events. 

These two ruled the empire at the time o f the Roman withdrawal, but 

p r i o r to that t h e i r gold may v/ell have reached B r i t i a n i n quantities 

large enoug'h to finance the unusually high l e v e l of m i l i t a r y 

a c t i v i t y which has already been posited. In connection with t h i s 

point i t i s important to observe that the greater part of casually 

l o s t s o l i d i of the l a t t e r p a i r , Honorius and Arcadius, occur as do 

hoards of l i k e composition i n the eastern h a l f of B r i t a i n . I t 

must again be stressed that the predominance of South-eastern B r i t a i n 

i n terms of d i s t r i b u t i o n - d e n s i t y maybe due to more than purely 

m i l i t a r y f a c t o r s . Even so, the co r r e l a t i o n of these two r u l e r s 

and the eastern h a l f of the country may be regarded as s i g n i f i c a n t . 

Where, as here, hoards and s i t e - f i n d s agree i n emphasising the 
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paramount status of one area, i t i s reasonable to assume that 
s o l i d i probatly c i r c u l a t e d on a larger scale there than f u r t h e r 
over i n Western B r i t a i n . 

Having reached t h i s conclusion we are l e f t to draw what 

we can from i t i n terms of economic, p o l i t i c a l and social i n 

formation. I n general, the period from Valentinian I to Honorius 

and beyond seems to have been one of economic depression and 

growing p o l i t i c a l uneasiness. That t h i s should a f f e c t the west 

more than the east i s perhaps not gr e a t l y s u r p r i s i n g . Roman 

influence i s t r a d i t i o n a l l y regarded as being stronger i n the south 

of B r i t a i n than i n the no r t h . D i s t r i b u t i o n data given i n t h i s 

thesis serve to underline t h i s p o s i t i o n with a general southern 

predominance of g o l d j however, w i t h i n the south there i s a difference 

between the eastern and western areas' volume of gold. South-east 

B r i t a i n generally has more aurei and s o l i d i than the south-west. 

Thus by a roundabout route we can establish the f a c t that the 

presence of more gold i n the east than i n the west can be seen as a 

normal occurrence not necessarily involved with any new m i l i t a r y 

precautions. Having thus produced a paradox I w i l l resolve i t by 

saying that i n view of the p o l i t i c a l s i t u a t i o n i n B r i t a i n under 

Honorius and Arcadius i t i s more than l i k e l y that the eastern bias 

has an overwhelmingly m i l i t a r y o r i g i n . 

I t remains to consider the small number of s o l i d i issued 

a f t e r 410 and before the mid s i x t h century which have been foujid 

i n B r i t a i n . 7/ithout any exceptions they have occurred i n the 

south-east and to most of them might probably be applied the opinion 

of S i r C y r i l Fox with regard to a solidus of Valentinian I I I from 

Barrington, Cambridge. This he f e l t certain had been brought i n t o 

B r i t a i n by an Anglian s e t t l e r . Such a solution seems reasonable 

and becomes increasingly l i k e l y as the coins become progEssively 
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l a t e r than the Roman withdrawal froru B r i t a i n , There does, however, 
remain the f a c t that tv/o of these l a t e s o l i d i , one of Kajorian and 
the other of Lihius Severus, were found at Carisbrooke on the I s l e 
of Wight. An u n l i k e l y enough s i t e f o r s e t t l e r s and here one must 
wonder whether a f i n a l a t t r i b u t i o n to the ubiquitous traders may be 
required, Sea-bo^ne trade continued during the Settlement period 
and these coins may mark the location of a point of c a l l f o r such 
purposes. 

The period from Valentinian I to Constantine I I I i s 

p a r t i c u l a r l y r i c h i n hoards of gold and gold plus s i l v e r coins. 

Before examining i n d i v i d u a l hoards I w i l l estimate the evi d e n t i a l 

value of the group as a whole. Apart from the e a r l i e s t few, 

these can be link e d w i t h the h i s t o r i c a l events attendant upon 

the Roman withdrawal and the immediately consequent years. Elgee 

thought that the Wilton hoard was concealed by a Romano-Briton 

under Honorius, "when B r i t a i n was being assailed by the Saxonsj"^ 

t h i s may well be true and could be applied to most of the hoards 

now linder discussion. But before g i v i n g the impression that 

many Britons were able to gather considerable sums and bury them 

amid adversity, i t would be well to remember Collingwood's opinion 

that a single solidus, i n t h i s case one found at Grayrigg i n 

Westmorland, might, i n the early f i f t h century, represent the 
7 

owner's t o t a l monetary wealth. 

I t has seemed wise to divide the hoards i n t o two 

chronological groups, f i r s t l y those closing i n gold or s i l v e r coins 

o f Magnus.Maximus and secondly hoards ending i n issues of emperors 

contemporary with the Roman withdrawal. Within the f i r s t group 

f a l l two hoards of s o l i d i , from Cakeham and Corbridge, and a hoard 

of s o l i d i and s i l i q u a e from Springhead. Dealing with each o f 

these three f i n d s i n turn I w i l l discuss t h e i r composition and 

si g n i f i c a n c e . 
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The Cakeham hoard opens with four s o l i d i of Constantius I I 

and closes with a gold piece of Magnus Maximus. This i s by no 
means an unusual format and the hoard's i n t e r e s t l i e s more i n i t s 
economic context. Here, i t can be argued, we have a domestic 
hoard, that i s one of no significance to h i s t o r i c a l and p o l i t i c a l 
a f f a i r s . Although I w i l l go on l a t e r to consider the Springhead 
hoard i n terms of i t s r e l a t i o n s h i p to contemporary events, I do not 
regard the Cakeham hoard as being a p a r a l l e l case. This hoard i s 
small enough to have been formed by a pri v a t e i n d i v i d u a l i n the 
course of saving h i s money over a period of several or even many 
years. The fa c t that ehe discovery belongs to South-eastern 
B r i t a i n only strengthens the case f o r regarding the coins as being 
evidence of p r i v a t e t h r i f t , the economic po s i t i o n of t h i s region 
was surely s t i l l s u f f i c i e n t l y sound to allow sizeable sums to be 
gained by trade and indu s t r y . 

The hoard found at Corbridge i n I908 belongs to the same 

general period as thatt at Cakeham and was assigned by Craster to 

about 385. There are a few indications that t h i s too was a domestic 

hoard of the type found at Cakeham. I t i s too l a t e a date at which 

to necessarily associate a Corbridge hoard with m i l i t a r y men or 

a c t i v i t i e s . The presence of a gold r i n g i n the hoard and the b u r i a l 

w i t h i n a sheet of lead suggest that the hoard was the vealth of an 

i n d i v i d u a l . The date of b u r i a l and number of coins may, however, 

be i n d i c a t i o n s of m i l i t a r y ov/nerphip. The sum may have been hidden 

by a c i v i l i a n alarmed by, or by a soldier participating i n , Kagnus 

Maximus's r e b e l l i o n . I n either case f o r t y - e i g h t s o l i d i formed a 

major treasure i n the period of t h e i r secretion. I t i s of note 

that the coins include an obvious forgery. One i s l e f t to wonder 

why t h i s coin - one of Gratian - was allowed to enter the hoard. 

I t does at least show that forgery was practised now i f not also 
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copying, or does i t show the l a t t e r at w r k and at f a u l t ? Copies 

would probably not be needed at t h i s time i n terms of coin-supply 

so forgery i s probably the r i g h t answer. 

I n Kent the Springhead hoard of gold and s i l v e r ranging 

from s i l v e r of Constantius I I to t h a t of Liagnus Maximus wi t h tv/o 

s o l i d i of Gratian and one of Theodosius I presents a complex problem. 

I t has variously been claimed as the wealth of a local c i t i z e n on 
g 

h i s way to Join Magnus abroad (Jessup) or of a l o c a l c i t i z e n of a 

t h r i f t y d i s p o s i t i o n (Penn)^ or of a company of soldiers (Penn again). 

Four hundred and forty-seven coins were recovered, 

"there i s c l e a r l y no way of knowing how many coins existed 

o r i g i n a l l y , but various reports indicate that there were many more."'''̂  

The s i l i q u a e extend from the end of Constantius I I ' s reign u n t i l the 

period s h o r t l y a f t e r Magnus's death i n 388 according to Carson's 

account ."'•̂  This must d i s q u a l i f y the idea of the hoard being buried 

p r i o r to i t s owner Joining Magnus's r e b e l l i o n . 

We are thus l e f t with a wealthy c i t i z e n and a cohort 

treasurer as l i k e l y owners of the hoard. In defence of the l a t t e r 

suggestion, Penn pointed out that Springhead (Vagniacae) lay on 

Watling Street and therefore troops about to leave f o r the con

t i n e n t would pass through the town en route. We are thus i n v i t e d 

to imagine a troop movement i n about 390 in v o l v i n g the b u r i a l of 

u n i t funds at a place perhaps not to be r e v i s i t e d by the embarking 

troops. On balance, the idea of a r i c h l o c a l c i t i z e n must be 

thought more probable. 

This brings me on to consider the second group of hoards 

of which the f i r s t i s that of some six hundred s o l i d i at S^e, 

• Here again the coins were i n a lead c i s t , they extended from 

Valentinian I's issues to ithose of Constantine I I I , I n t h i s second 

group the dating evidence and l i k e l y ownership aspects are l a r g e l y 
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overshadowed by the events of the Roman withdrawal, p i r a t i c a l raids 

and general p o l i t i c a l i n s t a M i t y . Of the eight gold plus s i l v e r 

hoards forming t h i s group, only the hoard from Eye presents a re a l 

claim to be seen as exempt from t h i s general c l a s s i f i c a t i o n . 

Accounts of the discovery give various d e t a i l s regarding a human 

b u r i a l nearby, one reports human bones, another a c o f f i n . 

Perhaps as, according to Grueber, at Sully the presence of human 

remains had nothing to do with the hoard. However, i t may be that 

here i s a b u r i a l of coins with a body p a r a l l e l to the internment of 

a coin hoard with the Alcester Cremation Urn. I f t h i s i s not the 

case, one must presume thet the hoard belongs to the general class 

already outlined and to which I w i l l now t u r n . 

As has already been observed a l l these hoards, except the 

Cleeve P r i o r hoard, come from the eastern h a l f of B r i t a i n . The 

only point at issue here i s whether they represent o f f i c i a l , m i l i 

t a r y or c i v i l actions and owners. I am. inc l i n e d to t h i n k that i n 

t h i s case i t i s almost impossible to di s t i n g u i s h betiveen these 

categories. The p o l i t i c a l s i t u a t i o n was such that anybody with 

money, "Jew or Greek, bond or fr e e " and of whatever status, would 

be l i k e l y to protect h i s wealth by concealment. A l l the fol l o w i n g 

hoards, those from Reading, Cleeve P r i o r , A l l i n g t o n , Chelmsford, 

Sturmer, Bentley and Wilton, seem to have been created and hidden 

i n response to the contemporary economic chaos and p o l i t i c a l unrest. 

Here they form a p a r a l l e l to the many contemporary s i l v e r hoards 

found generally d i s t r i b u t e d over much of B r i t a i n . The conclusion 

to be drawn from a l l t h i s i s that the s i t u a t i o n was such that those, 

surely the minor i t y , with large sums of money found i t s concealment 

a wise measure. Amid troubled times the l a s t gold and gold plus 

s i l v e r hoards of Roman B r i t a i n v/ere thus formed i n response to 

economic and p o l i t i c a l pressures. 
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PART TWO. 
CONCLUSION. 

Within the compass of my conclusion I v / i l l draw att e n t i o n 

to several points which have arisen during my research and seem 

v/orthy of f u r t h e r note. One of the fundamental aims has been to 

examine the established thesis that i n terms of^currency Southern 

B r i t a i n was always more prosperous than the north during the Roman 

period. I t would be possible to approach t h i s problem i n many 

ways. In the present case I have adopted a block method by adding 

up a l l the hoards and casual losses from each region over the whole 

Occupation. I t i s of course possible to produce figures f o r 

i n d i v i d u a l periods w i t h i n t h i s larger span. Reference to the 

accompanying tables w i l l allow such calculations. 

The major point at issue when such a procedure i s used seems 

to be the a l l o c a t i o n of coins catalogued as Midland discoveries. 

The presence of t h i s group and more especially t h e i r p o s i t i o n i n 

the c a l c u l a t i o n o f northern and southern t o t a l s i s of c r u c i a l im

portance. I n view of t h i s f a c t I w i l l reproduce here i n the body 

of the thesis a table intended to i l l u s t r a t e the import of the 

Midlands. Before doing so, hov/ever, I w i l l o f f e r i n defence of 

my Midland region the J u s t i f i c a t i o n that t h i s geographical area 

has economic, i f not noteable p o l i t i c a l reasons, to be considered 

as a via b l e e n t i t y apart from Northern and Southern B r i t a i n . The 

table i s as f o l l o w s ; -

North Midlands South 

Gold hoards 5 3 6 

Gold plus s i l v e r hoards Some 17 2 Some 7 

Casual losses of gold Some I09 Sane 37 Some 115 

I t thus becomes obvious that by removing a proportion of the 

coins as Midlands fi n d s a series of s i g n i f i c a n t r e s u l t s can be 
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produced. Obviously i f the Midlands t o t a l were added to either 

the sum of Northern or Southern discoveries, major changes would 

occur. By adding Northern and Midlands t o t a l s , i t would be 

possible to r e f u t e the t r a d i t i o n a l argument by showing that t h i s 

area has yielded more gold than the south. Conversely i n a l l 

but the gold plus s i l v e r hoard s t a t i s t i c s , addition of Midland 

and Southern t o t a l s would confirm established ideas by demon

s t r a t i n g the larger number of gold coins there than i n the n o r t h . 

I f i t does nothing more, t h i s exercise at least underlines 

the danger of g e n e r a l i s a t i o n . One can f a i r l y claim that over

s i m p l i f i c a t i o n has been necessary i n the production of the above 

t a b l e . The areas l a b e l l e d north and south could l e g i t i m a t e l y be 

divided i n t o north-east and north-west, south-east and south-west. 

W hat of north-south generalisations then? This i s s u f f i c i e n t to 

show how inconclusive such theories must be and how unsafe i t i s to 

place too much reliance on generalised themes and opinions. 

A point of some i n t e r e s t i s the apparent t o t a l absence of 

the gold of some emperors from B r i t i s h hoards and s i t e - f i n d s . I n 

order to demonstrate t h i s , I have chosen the reign of Gaius (CaligulaV 1 

The hoard most l i k e l y to contain h i s coins, that from Bredgar, /(Kr<d 

instead passes d i r e c t l y from issues of Tiberius to those of Claudiusj. 

As has already been said, t h i s hoard closed with issues of 41-2. 

Thus, assuming the hoard to be t y p i c a l of Claudian currency, i t 

seems that even by 42 the aurei of Gaius were rare enough f o r a 

hoard of t h i r t y - f o u r gold pieces of the period from Augustus to 

Claudius to omit them completely. 

I t i s possible that t h i s s c a r c i t y occurred only i n B r i t a i n 

and other d i s t a n t provinces whose .govcrnojo had not indented fa? 

new gold.supplies during the c i r c u l a t i o n - l i f e of Gaius's a u r e i . 

This raises several points, a study of the hoard and casual loss 



-84-

tables w i l l show that Pre-Claudian aurei are rare i n B r i t a i n . This 

i s understandable because pdor to the Conquest aurei are u n l i k e l y 

to have entered B r i t a i n i n large q u a n t i t i e s . None the less, the 

Bredgar hoard shows that i n 43 aurei of the l a t e Republic and early 

Principate s t i l l c i r c u l a t e d . Thus there i s reason to expect that 

a c e r t a i n niunber of such pieces would occur i n B r i t a i n , In f a c t 

one of the coins which I have l i s t e d under Augustus i n the table of 

casual losses was issued at the time p r i o r to h i s accession when he 

was s t i l l Octavian the Triumuir. S i m i l a r l y , there i s the 'hoard' 

from Alderton with i t s aureus of Marcus Antonius. Added to these 

there are the small number of Augustus's imperial aurei and a f a i r l y 

large group of Tiberian gold pieces. I n view of t h i s , the absence 

of Gaius's aurei c a l l s f o r comment. Reporting on the Bredgar hoard 

Carson remarked that "the complete absence of aurei:? of Caligula 
12 

i s r a t h e r odd i n view of the amount of e a r l i e r coinage represented." 

The same observation may be applied to the larger problem now under 

discussion. I t i s true that the reign of Gaius was b r i e f , but the 

even shorter r u l e of Titus did achieve the d i s t r i b u t i o n of i t s aurei 

i n B r i t a i n . I t i s admittedly a small t o t a l and c e r t a i n l y Flavian 

issues were both p r o l i f i c and l o n g - c i r c u l a t i n g , two factors which 

emphasise the minimal t o t a l of such aurei known to have been found 

i n B r i t a i n , Even so, the f a c t of t h e i r presence i s surely enough 

to oust any theory that says that the aurei of short reigns l i k e 

t hat of Gaius d i d not reach B r i t a i n at a l l , on grounds of these 

r ^ n s being too b r i e f and t h e i r not coinciding with a p r o v i n c i a l 

govornoJ'o l a t e s t request f o r gold supplies. 

The case made out f o r Gaius may be applied to a group of 

ear l y emperors inc l u d i n g Nerva, Commodus, Pertinax, Julianus and 

many t h i r d century r u l e r s . I n some of these cases, however, 

reasons can be, and have been, advanced f o r t h e i r absence, Conversefer, 
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coins whose r a r i t y i s created by b r e v i t y of f u l e do sometimes occur 

i n B r i t a i n , f o r instance an aureus of the interregnum of 69 

between the reigns of Nero and Galba and the gold of T i t u s . 

Thus there seems to be an element of chance i n the pattern of 

discovery as w e l l as i n the o r i g i n a l d i s t r i b u t i o n of Roman gold 

coins i n B r i t a i n . 

There remains a p o s t s c r i p t with regard to the use of 

evidence and i t s i n t e r p r e t a t i o n i n t h i s t h e s i s . I have attempted as 

f a r as possible to study each specimen, hoard and s i t u a t i o n o b j e c t i v e l y . 

A major concern has been to avoid any tendency to label a given 

hoard w i t h a h i s t o r i c a l context which does not seem appropriate. 

I t has not been my i n t e n t i o n to produce a compact survey w i t h i n 

which a l l the problems raised and explored are solved or given the 

semblance of s o l u t i o n . Instead, I have t r i e d to probe beyond the 

l i m i t s of present knowledge i n an attempt to establish new facts 

and o r i g i n a l t h eories. I n so f a r as t h i s has succeeded, i t has 

done so through foundation on, and adherence t o , known facts and 

due observation of my material's l i m i t a t i o n s . Within t h i s frame

work my research has proceeded to the thesis thus concluded. 
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APPENDIX ONE. 

ROMAN COINS IN IRELAND. 

Although Agricola contemplated the conquest of Ireland, 

Rome never occupied the i s l a n d . None the less, evidence has been 

compiled which suggests a certain degree of commerce, and, i n the 

l a t e r years, of the Roman occupation of B r i t a i n , spasmodic i n 

cursions by I r i s h p i r a t e s and ra i d e r s . I n I913 Haverfield produced 

a catalogue of Roman material found i n Ireland,"^ His l i s t of some 

t h i r t y discoveries was l a r g e l y composed of coins, some found s i n g l y , 

some i n small groups and some forming large hoards. I n 1947 

O^.Riordain published a new l i s t which included material recorded 
2 

since the production of Haverfield's a i r t i c l e . The ov e r a l l r e s u l t 

given by a study of the two l i s t s i s the creation of a predictable 

p i c t u r e showing that Roman coins and pottery, together with a small 

number of glassuand metal objects reached Ireland at various times 

during, and probably a f t e r , the Roman period on the B r i t i s h mainland, 

I have mentioned trade and piracy as the two major factors 

i n b r i n g i n g Roman material to I r e l a n d . Of the f i r s t of these 

Haverfield remarked, 
"Whatever trade there was can only have been t r i f l i n g i n 

amount .""̂  
On the question of piracy there i s the testimony of Marcellinus who 

recorded that i n 365? 

"the P i c t s and Saxons and Scots and A t e c o t t i harassed the 

Britons with continual a f f l i c t i o n s . " 

I n t h i s passage the Scots referred to came from Ireland and i t can 

seen that they took part i n the general practice of r a i d i n g B r i t a i n 

at that time. An ancient I r i s h poem described a series of such 

s o r t i e s led by N i a l l of the Nine Hostages, King of Ireland from 379 . 

to 405. The story of Patrick's enslavement i s set against a 
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background of I r i s h piracy which menaced B r i t a i n i n the f i f t h 

century. Taken together, these strands form one aspect of the 

evidence demonstrating the e f f e c t of I r i s h r a i d i n g on B r i t a i n , 

Pour Roman s o l i d i have been found and recorded i n Ir e l a n d . 

A l l of them were issues of l a t e r f o u r t h century date and thus f a l l 

i n t o the period when trade i s less l i k e l y to account f o r Roman 

material i n Ireland than i s piracy. Indeed the conditions at the 

time of t h e i r production were such that trade would probably have 

been hazardous and un s t a b l e , i f not t o t a l l y defunct. Evidence 

supplied by the Coleraine hoard of l a t e Roman s i l v e r coins supports 

the l i t e r a r y t r a d i t i o n regarding I r i s h piracy directed against 

B r i t a i n , I n 1937 Mattingly and Pearce examined t h i s hoard and 

i t s h i s t o r i c a l context. They concluded that the e a r l i e s t possible 

date f o r the hoard must be approximately 420 and th a t , 

"there i s no reason, as f a r as the coins go, to r e j e c t the 

most obvious hypothesis, that the hoard came from the exposed West 

of England,"^ 

Thus there i s sound reason to support the piracy theory, but less 

secure evidence f o r trade i n that period. Indeed the presence, i f 

not the predominance, of p i r a t e s o f f the coast would discourage the 

act i v e p u r s u i t of trade between B r i t a i n and Ireland to an even greater 

degree than would the hardships and r i s k s attendant upon such 

commerce i n even the most peaceful circumstances. 

The presence of a solidus at B a l l i n t o y , one near Dublin and 

two at New Grange presents a problem of an i n t r i g u i n g nature. 

Bronze and s i l v e r coins of f i r s t to f o u r t h century date and Roman 

o r i g i n are known from various s i t e s i n I r e l a n d . (Some of these 

locations are marked on my d i s t r i b u t i o n map of Roman coins i n I r e l a n d ) . 

Gold coins have been discovered of fo u r t h century emperors only.. 

While t h i s may r e f l e c t the mere fortunes of discovery and no major 
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conclusion may be based on such a few coins, i t i s i n t e r e s t i n g to 
note that one of t h e i r three find-spots has possibly s i g n i f i c a n t 
associations. The prominence of the New Grange graves may have 
made them seem an idea l landmark with which to i d e n t i f y a cache of 
s o l i d i when a suitable hiding-place was.being sought. The coins 
were found a c t u a l l y on the tumulus, but i f they were d e l i b e r a t e l y 
concealed the reason f o r t h i s must remain unknown. The lack o f 
adequate evidence coupled with the balance of p r o b a b i l i t y must 
i n c l i n e one to consider these coins as casual losses rather than 
part of a hoard. Here, as i n the case of the two aurei found i n 
a S t i r l i n g s h i r e quarry a t Drymen, we have two gold coins isolated 
from other Roman ma t e r i a l . I n neither case can one safely posit 
e i t h e r a t i n y hoard or a f r a c t i o n of a larger'cache. I n both 
cases the carelessness of the owners has to be considered the cause 
of deposition. 

I n no case have more than two s o l i d i been found together and 

the sum t o t a l from Ireland i s only fou r . These facts wouMtend to 

suggest that trade rather than piracy explains the presence of fo u r t h 

century s o l i d i i n I r e l a n d , Though I have stressed the very l i m i t e d 

nature of such trade at t h i s time I t seems more l i k e l y the solution 

than piracy as i t gives a reason f o r the discovery of s o l i d i and 

also f o r t h e i r very small t o t a l volume. I f piracy were the cause, 

one might expect t o f i n d larger numbers of s o l i d i i n hoards composed 

of r a i d e r s ' booty, I t has been suggested that the Coleraine 

s i l v e r hoard i s r e a l l y an agglomeration of hoards buried together,. 

I f t h i s r e f l e c t s common pr a c t i c e , one might expect larger deposits 

of gold than those demonstrated by the discovery of one or two 

s o l i d i . However, we must remember the format of l a t e Romano-

B r i t i s h hoards, here s i l v e r i s common, gold rare and gold-plus-

s i l v e r hoards are predominantly formed by s i l v e r pieces. Accepting 
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then that l a t e r f o u r t h century s o l i d i are rare i n B r i t a i n one finds 

some r a t i o n a l e f o r the t i n y I r i s h t o t a l . 

The f a c t that S o l i d i have occurred only on coastal and near-

coastal s i t e s i n Ireland can be seen as favourable to either the 

trade or the piracy theory; i n either case sea transport must 

necessarily be involved and the only safe deduction from t h i s d i s 

t r i b u t i o n i s that the traders and/or p i r a t e s were, as could be . 

expected, concerned w i t h , and perhaps l i v i n g on, the coast rather 

than the i n t e r i o r . The l o c a t i o n of the great s i l v e r hoard at 

Coleraine also conforms to the coastal-site d i s t r i b u t i o n p a t t e r n . 

These adventurous traders, savage pirates or perhaps bold 

t r a v e l l e r s have created an enigma i n the loss there of four s o l i d i . 

The Roman empire had l i t t l e contact with Ireland and yet her gold 

coins, though very few, reached the coastal area i n or a f t e r the 

l a t e f o u r t h century. A l l these s o l i d i have been found i n the 

easfern part of the island, which suggests that they came from 

B r i t a i n , the most l i k e l y geographical point from which they might 

reach I r e l a n d , The nature, casual or deliberate of these deposits, 

the i d e n t i t y o f t h e i r owners, the possible t o t a l of s o l i d i yet un

discovered or found and never recorded i n Ireland are matters of 

conjecture and must remain so at the moment. 
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APPENDIX TWO. 

ROMAN GOLD COINS USED AS JEWELS. 

The secondary use of Roman gold coins i n various forms of 

je w e l l e r y began at least as early as the second century A,D. 

"A p a r t i r du I I siecle i l exists des aurei, des pieces 

d'or, montees dans des cadres ajoures precieux et que I'on peut 

considerer comme pendentigs. C'est surtout en Craule et en 

I t a l i e du nord que I'on a trouve des bijoux de ce genre. On 

rencontre tojours aussi des monnaies perforees u t i l i s e e s comme 

bi j o u x sous cette forme p r i m i t i v e , " ^ 

Although t h i s statement lays most of i t s emphasis on the presence 

of such pieces i n Cffaul and Northern I t a l y , s i m i l a r jewels have 

been found i n B r i t a i n , Here the most common type seems to have 

been the pendant, f e a t u r i n g a gold coin i n place of a stone. 

D i s t r i b u t i o n i s general with a predictable concentration i n 

South eastern B r i t a i n . As I have chosen to r e s t r i c t t h i s appendix 

to coins issued before 500 A.D. we are concerned here with only a 

small nvunber of such pieces. My reason f o r imposing t h i s 

l i m i t a t i o n l i e s i n the f a c t that l a t e r coins belong to a period 

long a f t e r the Roman occupation of B r i t a i n had ended, and t h e i r 

a r r i v a l i n the form of jewellery can have had no effect on the 

society that decayed a f t e r the Roman withdrawal. I n taking notice 

of e a r l i e r f i f t h century pieces I demonstrate the way i n which 

Roman gold coins continued to reach B r i t a i n a f t e r t h e i r value as 

currency had evaporated. 

The use of a Roman gold coin, as an a l t e r n a t i v e f o r a 

jewel, w i t h i n a r i n g s e t t i n g would appear to have been a f a i r l y 

standard p r a c t i c e . One such r i n g was found during the nineteenth 

century at I l c h e s t e r i n Somerset. The coin which i t displayed was 

one issued by Severus Alexander. The coin's secondary use raises 
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an i n t e r e s t i n g p o i n t . Either i t was incorporated thus a f t e r being 

made obsolete by time or demonetization, or i t was converted i n t o a 

Jewel while s t i l l v i a b l e as currency. The former a l t e r n a t i v e 

might give some clue to the date of secondary use, the l a t t e r might 

intimate opulence and/or vanity i n the person of the owner, 
2 

The B r i t i s h Museum Collection as catalogued i n I907 

contained s i m i l a r rings containing one gold piece each of "flie 

f o l l o w i n g : - Trajan, Marcus, Aurelius, Septimius, Severus, Caracalla, 

Elagabalus, Severus Alexander, D i o c l e t i a n , Constantius I I , 

J u s t i n i a n and one TisbLch may be an issue of Arcadius, Thus 

although only one example of these rings can be quoted as found 

on a B r i t i s h s i t e , the above l i s t serves to substantiate the claim 

made by the Congress of Constantinian studies with regard to t h e i r 

frequency.. 

Five Roman gold coins mounted to be worn as pendants have 

been found i n B r i t a i n . An aureus of Constantius I from Birrens 

was worn completely smooth on one surface due, i t has been suggested, 

to a long period of use as a pendant or even as an amulet. This 

seems a raiher f a c i l e explanation unless either the coin was 

abraded before conversion to a Jewel or i t s use as such continued 

f o r a very long time once the coin was already somewhat worn from 

lengthy c i r c u l a t i o n . 

The l a t e f o u r t h and early f i f t h century pieces, representing 

Honorius, Arcadius, Avitus and Anthemius are l i k e l y to have been 

worn as pendants by Germanic immigrants rather than natives of the 

Sub-Roman period as they, especially the l a s t two, belong to an era 

when few S o l i d i reached B r i t a i n . I n view of Hunter B l a i r ' s date 

of c i r c a 453^ f o r Hengist's settlement i n Kent i t may be held that 

p r o b a b i l i t y favours my contention. Such a practice i s c e r t a i n l y 

w e l l attested among the Germanic t r i b e s entering B r i t a i n a f t e r 450. 
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F i n a l l y , l e t me quote Roach Smith who i n commenting on a 

looped solidus of Magnentius, found at Reculver, expanded his theme 

to include a general h i s t o r y of such ornaments. 

"Roman gold coins are frequently found thus converted i n t o 

personal decorations. Sometimes they are enclosed i n a border of 

elegant f i l i g r e e - w o r k , " coins of l a t e r times, and those of the 

Lower Empire,are more frequently mounted as t h i s specimen. 

I t i s coins such as these that are alluded to i n a passage 

of Pomponius the c i v i l i a n when he says, 'the reversion of ancient 

gold and s i l v e r coins worn as jewels, may be devised.' The 

Saxons followed the Roman custom, and mounted the gold coins either 

i n a border of f i l i g r e e and garnets, or coloured glass. They 

c h i e f l y used f o r t h i s purpose, the coins of the Lower Empire, and 

those of the MeroVingian princes; and numerous examples of them, 

mounted l i k e the coin of Magnentius, have been found i n the Saxon 

b u r i a l places i n Kent. Six of them, together with a looped 

i n t a g l i o , and a gold c i r c u l a r ornament were dug up, a few years 

since, i n the yard of St. Martin's Church, near Canterbury, the 

s i t e of which was presented by Ethelbert to his Queen, 

Bertha, and her Frankfeh Bishop, Luidhard."'^ 
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APFENDIX TPIREE. 

SIR GEOHGE MCDOMLD'S USE OF HUMISi^IATIC EVIDENCE. 

Taking f i r s t the value of coins as an indicator of1he 

probable date of abandonment of a s i t e or area, I consider Sir 

George Maodonald made sound use of such evidence. An example 

w i l l show how well he could observe the basic p r i n c i p l e of l e t t i n g 

the coins give t h e i r evidence and noting i t without vundue speculation. 

In h i s Appendix to Carle's "Newstead Report" and i n h i s "Roman Wall 

i n Scotland", Macdonald claimed that i t was probable that the area 

of Scotland conquered by L o l l i u s Urbicus was abandoned by the Romans 

early i n the reign of Commodus. In h i s "Roman Wall i n Scotland" 

Macdonald pointed out t h a t , apart from Cramond where Severan coins 

had been found, the l a t e s t Roman coins common i n Scotland are those 

of Commodus. Prom t h i s basis he argued the case outlined above, 

which seems to me a proper use of niunismatic evidence. Later 

coins are l a r g e l y absent and t h i s may be taken to i n f e r that Roman 

personnel l e f t the area at the time of the c i r c u l a t i o n of the l a t e s t 

coins found there i n large numbers. 

Prom the general Macdonald turned to the p a r t i c u l a r and 

argued convincingly f o r a closer dating of the withdrawal from 

Urbicus's concLuests i n Scotland. By studying the coins and the 

sequence of t h e i r production he gave an approximate date to the 

retrenchment. I n the Newstead Report Macdonali showed that 

d e n a r i i of Antoninus Pius and h i s wife circulated i n Scotland f o r 

some time p r i o r to the withdrawal. However, he continued, the 

coins of Aurelius and the younger Faustina were as yet rare i n 

the area. S i m i l a r l y , Commodus was represented only by coins of 

Crispina whom he married i n I78 and discarded soon a f t e r becomiing 

sole emperor i n I80.. Thus the evidence f o r dating the withdrawal 

to approximately I80 seems to be secure. Further c l a r i f i c a t i o n was 



-94-

given i n Macdonald • s'Roman Wall i n Scotland?'where he stated that 

coins were issued i n the name of Commodus f o r some years p r i o r to 

hi s accession. Prom these f a c t s Sir George advanced the claim 

th a t a date between approximately l80 and I84 i s conceivable f o r the 

r e t r e a t from the Antonine Limes. To me t h i s seems good deduction 

ca r r i e d out l o g i c a l l y and poducing r a t i o n a l and reasonable r e s u l t s . 

Macdonald r e a l i s e d , and ably demonstrated, the use of coins 

i n e s t a blishing the general period of an occupation-phase. I n the 

f i r s t e d i t i o n , ( I 9 I I ) , of the "Roman Wall i n Scotland" he noted 

that the absence of Pre-Trajanic copper coins agrees v/ith the 

ceramic evidence i n showing that the e f f e c t i v e occupation of the 

Scottish Limes only began i n the second century. But f o r "ftie 

supporting evidence of the potte r y t h i s might seem too bold a 

statement to base on negative numismatic evidence. But i n the 

circumstances i t seems l o g i c a l that i f neither coins nor pottery 

demonstrate an e a r l i e r occupation the second century o r i g i n must 

• be considered as proven. I n 1934 i n the second e d i t i o n of his 

'iRoraan Wall i n Scotland" Macdonald stated that four or f i v e Pre-

Trajanic copper coins had been found on the Antomne Limes since 

1911 but these gave i n s u f f i c i e n t evidence to a l t e r h i s conclusion 

regarding the occupation-period. Certainly so small a number of 

coins would be too f r a i l a basis f o r a theory of an e a r l i e r occupation 

of the Scottish Limes. Thus coin evidence v/as soundly handled i n 

association with the pottery's testimony. 

Related to t h i s use of numismatic and non-numismatic evidence 

i n consort i s a remark made by llacdonald to the e f f e c t that coins 

can be very misleading i f studied i n a vacuum. In P.S.A.S.I9I7-I8 

an a r t i c l e by Sir George on Roman coins found i n Scotland records 

those from Cappuck. Here, i n South-east Scotland, pottery 

demonstrated both Agricolan and Antonine occupation. But although 
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f i r s t as well as second century coins were found, none of them 

former group were veil enough preserved to j u s t i f y r u l i n g out the 

p o s s i b i l i t y of second century losses. Thus Macdonald showed 

that numismatics could only give conclusive evidence f o r Antonine 

occupation, with an Agricolan phase l e f t as an open question. 

The i l l u s t r a t i o n raises two points, f i r s t l y , that unless i t i s 

i n e v i t a b l e , coin evidence should not be studied v/ithout reference 

to a l l other available data. Secondly, care i s necessary when 

estimating the c i r c u l a t i o n period of Roman coin issues, 

Macdonald's opinion on the importance of the absence of 

common coins from hoards must be met v/ith reservations. I t was 

hi s contention that the omission of such coins from hoards of 

bronze or s i l v e r might enable one to reach a date f o r the act of 

deposition. I f , he argued, the hoard was at a l l large i t could 

be expected to contain examples of a l l pieces current at the time 

of b u r i a l . Therefore, i f a very common coin i s absant t h i s may 

mean that the hoard was concealed p r i o r to that coin's d i s t r i b u t i o n . 

The theory seems sound enough and v/ould be useful as long as i t v/as 

only applied with " r u l e of thumb" status. Should the p r i n c i p l e be 

over stressed, a s i t u a t i o n may occur where adhesion to maxims leads 

to variance with known h i s t o r i c a l f a c t s . 

An example contradicting Hacdonald's claim i s given by the 

behaviour of B r i t i s h hoarders i n the G a l l i c Empire period. Rather 

than include examples of a l l currently common coins they avoided 

some of these as much as possible. IThen the base coinage of 

Gallienus poured i n t o B r i t a i n , the adverse reaction to i t was shown 

by the hoarding of e a r l i e r coinage of bett e r q u a l i t y bronze and 

s i l v e r . Eventually the s i t u a t i o n became so grim that even these 

base coins were hoarded rather than the yet more i n f e r i o r ones that 

followed. Here the absence of common coins was a protest against 
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economic chaos rather than a d i r e c t i n d i c a t i o n of the hoard's date. 
However, such cases are rare enough to make Macdonald's point v a l i d 
and u s e f u l . 

P.S.A.S. 1917-18 also contained the f o l l o w i n g dictum by 

Sir George:-

"Casual f i n d s , i f reasonably nvimerous, r e f l e c t more t r u s t -

w o r t h i l y than hoards the character of the money c i r c u l a t i n g 

throughout the period during which they are l o s t . " 

Obviously Macdonald i s correct to some extent because one has l i t t l e 

c o n t r o l over which coins one loses, they may be of high or low 

denominations. But a hoarder may use h i s cache as a savings-

bank, r e g u l a r l y adding s i m i l a r amounts i n the same denomination. 

Methodical though t h i s i s , i t gives l i t t l e information regarding 

the general state of the currency when the hoard was being formed. 

Certainly casual losses have a function i n suggesting the pro

portions e x i s t i n g between various denominations and issues i n 

contemporary currency, but the major drawback i n such cases l i e s 

i n the casual nature of the evidence. I n extreme cases the d i s 

covery rate on any given s i t e , i n terms of chance detection, may 

be only a few coins per decade or even worse. As Macdonald 

r i g h t l y said such fi n d s mugit be, "reasonably numerous" i f they are 

to be h e l p f u l . Without t h i s i t i s unreasonable to place too much 

weight on the evidence of s i t e - f i n d s . An extract from his Appendix 

to Curie's Newstead Report shows that Macdonald obs erved h i s own 

dictum and i t s i m p l i c a t i o n s . He noted that only f i v e aurei had 

then, 1911, been found at Newstead, as he said, 

"the whole number of these gold pieces i s too small to provide 

a basis f o r conclusions of moment." 

One of Macdonald's generalisations was to the e f f e c t that 

hoards represent the accumulated savings of many years and 
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therefore contain a proportion of coins that are r e l a t i v e l y old 
at the time of the hoard's termination. Up to a point t h i s 
view can be accepted, but Macdonald makes no allowance f o r 
exceptions. He has overlooked the fundamental point that hoards 
f a l l i n t o two categories , those formed of savings and those 
assembled due to c r i s e s . 

I n the case of a savings hoard formed over many years, i t 

often happens th a t the owner w i l l draw out some of h i s money at 

various times as w e l l as adding to i t on other occasions. Thus 

i t i s possible that a f t e r a while he may have removed a l l the 

older coins and replaced them by l a t e r issues. Even i f he does 

leave some of the e a r l i e r pieces i n the hoard they may well form 

a diminishing proportion as time passes. While t h i s l a t t e r 

p o s s i b i l i t y does not contravene the r u l e l a i d down by Macdonald 

i t reduces i t s value because, as he himself said, i t i s unwise to 

base wide-ranging theories on the evidence of small numbers of 

coins. 

When studying the contents of a coin hoard that has been 

h u r r i e d l y concealed, i t may be even more d i f f i c u l t to f i n d a pro

p o r t i o n of older pieces than i t i s i n a savings hoard. I t seems 

to me that any hoard which i s b a s i c a l l y formed of whatever coins 

can be q u i c k l y gathered and promptly hidden, may well contain few 

or no r e l a t i v e l y old issues. Only r e a d i l y accessible c a p i t a l i s 

l i k e l y to enter such a hoard. Even i f older coins do occur i n a 

panic hoard, there i s no guarantee that they are representative of 

the accumulated savings of many years. Thus Macdonald ends by 

tak i n g too l i m i t e d a standpoint from which to discuss the nature 

and format of hoards. 

A point to which I must draw adverse c r i t i c i s m - though 

h e s i t a n t l y enough as the f a u l t i s inherent i n numismatics rather 
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than unique i n Macdonald - i s Sir George's treatment of the problem 
of the duration i n c i r c u l a t i o n of s p e c i f i c coins. I t i s unwise 
to base theories of importance on calculations r e a d i l y admitted by 
t h e i r author to be only "rough evidence", a general guide. Yet i n 
hi s Newstead Appendix, Macdonald uses such methods and r e s u l t s i n 
assessing the Flavian d e n a r i i from the s i t e . He observes that 
q u i t e a large proportion of them are recorded as having been i n 
"very good" or "good" condition when l o s t . This according to Sir 
George gives a rough guide that such coins had been i n c i r c u l a t i o n 
f o r approximately ten and twenty-five years respectively. Having 
said that he used t h i s evidence by hypothesis to support the theory 
of a f i r s t century occupation of Newstead, continuing a f t e r 
Agricola's r e c a l l . 

I n the absence of any c r i t e r i a f o r estimating the methods by 

which the terms "very good" and "good" were applied to the coins i n 

the f i r s t place, one must r e l y on the judgement of whoever makes 

t h i s assessment. This must i n i t s e l f introduce an element of 

caution i n t o any use of such evidence. Obviously such terms as 

"very good" and "good" w i l l be applied variously by t h e i r several 

users, thus they can only be regarded as useful i n a very general 

way. Therefore, I consider that Macdonald was too bold i n the 

assumption that he made on the basis of t h i s evidence. As i f 

the vague "very good" and "good" were not enough, one i s asked by 

Si r George to accept approximate numerical values f o r these 

opinions on wear-degree, "say ten and twenty-five years". I have 

already argued f o r caution when handling such evidence, I can only 

say that Macdohald seems to me to draw more exacting theories from 

the data than can r e a d i l y be accepted. I t i s somewhat d i s t u r b i n g 

to r e a l i s e that i f our only evidence f o r f i r s t century occupation 

at Newstead l a y i n numismatics we might have to j u s t i f y i t i n terms 
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o f "rough evidence" such as that here demonstrated by Macdonald. 

I n a memorial address i n P.S.A.S. 1939^0 James Curie paid 

an astute and f i t t i n g obituary t r i b u t e to Sir George Macdonald as 

fo l l o w s : -

" h i s insidience on sound evidence and h i s power of deducing 

therefrom every possible conclusion were c h a r a c t e r i s t i c of his work." 

I endorse Curie's statement that he deduced every possible conclusion, 

but as I have attempted t) demonstrate, I consider that Macdonald 

sometimes strained h i s material too f a r i n the quest f o r f u r t h e r 

evidence and knowledge. 
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A BEGISfER OP fiO:m OOLD COIHS Fovm) in EBmin. 

HQftEDS COiH'AIHmQ GOLD OOim OIILY. 

Scotland » 

1, BrooraholPa PmafriesBblrea . 6 auroij 

3 nexo^ 2 Vespasian9 1 Dooltian* 

north East Snglaad. 
2- Cogbridpeo 1908, 48 solidlp 

4 \^ntiE3lan I , 2 Valens^ I6 Gratieng 8 Valentinian I l g 3 ̂ heodooiUQ Ip 

3. Cogbridf^So 1911. I60 aurai. Sero - Do Auroliuse 
4> Sarfield s Ho details of niuaW or persons represented 0 

Torkahlre» 
ITogtH .\763t Enpildm, 

5» SoaleBceuriii Gumborlandg Ho details of nucibor, or percons represented. 

LSidlanda, 
6, Charlton, Horthantoe A supposed hoard, regarded as non-esistent. 

7o Colllnfinoqdp Staffordahire. Approxo30 Qureij Auguotuoj IlerOp Galhap 

Vespasian, IDomitiano 
80 Alton« Stnffordehlre. 3 aurei, 1 Veapasian, 1 Tituo, 1 Boffiitiano 
9 a HeamlmTford / bbotaa Huntln/sdoao An unsubstsntiotod account of cold 

coins dated to 0*30 found i n the third bsaher uontoincd, u i t h a 
skeleton, i n a stone c o f f i n . Tho beaker and coffin have been 

authenticated. 
10o Sllaatone^ Staffordshire. Sono col6i coins of the fiOBQtt , eriod ore 

said to have been found here. 

3outh-V7egt Safcland, 
11. Chardg Somerset. An urn cnntoining isany gold coinn of Cloudiuo; 

the coi.na icay have been oricbalcum. 
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l2o Brodgarn Kent. 34 aureis 1 Julius Caesorj 12 AucUGtusp 17 Titoriuoj 
4 Claudiu0o 

^3. Syoo Suffolfco 600 solid1 , Vslentinian I - Constantine ZIIo 

14• Cakehera, Suanex. Constaxstluo I I - Julian I I . (12 in a l l ) o 

Pales 
15« Llanelon„ nonmouthshire» Unepeoified numborp Claudiuo Ig ausoio 

16, Caarleon^ Llonmouthohire, 5 aureij 2 Derop 1 VcoDOsionp 1 Titusp 

1 Dossitiano 
17, Cruff y Durn^ Caraarthenahlre. "Some aurei of Ecdrian." 

H0ABD3 >)P GQLP PLUS SILVER. 

tTortli--SaBt Eofrlandp 
1, S:udcho3ftog^ gorthuEbeglando I5 oureij Uero - n , Auroliuoo 

470 denarii J ratony - Pouotina Junior* 

2» 'Irhorn^raftonn Uorthuuberland« 3 auroij 1 ClaudluQp 1 "erop 1 Veopaoieno 
60 denarii; Tiaputillcnn « Hadrian* 

3. ^outh Shield Ha Co «Surham. 12 aurei j Koro to ?iuo, 
200-300 denarii, 

4, Oilton» Yorkshire» 1 Salidua, Theofiosiuo Ip Donoriuo or ̂ heodoeiuo He 
79 or 80 oiliquaej Valeuc - ̂ leodooiuo I I , 

5o S^eosbury l:Jooro lorkshireo Unspecified nuater of aurei • 

Unspecified nucbor of denariip including onopat leactp of Ao Pius. 

6. CorbridBO* Horthmaberlond. 7 denariip - Hadriano 
1 aureusp S>oiaitien» 

Horth-Weat lingland, 
7o Shgpft nestmorland o I9 auroi )Frc-'rra3Qnp Iiaporlnlp cainly 

380» or 30gsilver coinc)V66paoian end Somitian. 
8a CarlioleB Suaberlando Rero 1 aureuop 1 denariUGp coino of unstated cotal 

frocQ Galba to Aeliuso 'i'he coti^osition of thio "find^sUj^gests that i t 
3o8 a hoardo 
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Kidlahde. 
9. Aloestera CTort?ick8hirG. 

16 @old coins ) said to be of the period froa Julius Caeaar to 
about 800 silver coins) after Constintine the Great ( l ) 
Sutherland euggbsted the hoard oight be l i k e l y to have included Oliver 
froffi the early Jstperial period onv7ard, end gold f:roc J)iocletiaQ onuard. 

10. Cleeye Prior. {7oroegtQrsblreo 
450-600 s o l i d i , Valentinlan I - Arcodiuse o 3p000 sillquae ond.l 
denarius of Veepasian. Slliquae - range froQ Constantius I I -Honoriuso 

Siouth-gast i&i^land, 
11. Keadinff. Borkahlrep 1 Solidus, Valontinian 11 o 

119 SiliQuae, ConstantiUB I I - ArcsdiuSo 

12b Chelaaford. Essex, c 26 So l i d i , Valena - Honoriusp 
o 300-400 SiliquBO, Constantius I I - Jtonorius. 

13. Stunner a Eseeoc. 1 Solidusp Honoriua. 
29 Siliquao, Julian - Uonorius. 

14. Bentle.Vo Mddlesox.c 50 o o l i d i , Constaatine SI - fionoriuso 
Some GQQH silver and bronse coins of Valontinian. 

15. A l l i n f l t o n . Hatapshire. 1 Soliduo, Arcadius. 
c 50 siliquae, Julian I I - Eonorius. 

16. Springhead. Kent. 3 S o l i d i j 2 Cratian, 1 Theodosiuo Ip 444 silve r , 
Constantius I I - Q« j^asimuo. 

17. :3ully« Glesorgen. 7 aureip 2 Diooletien, 5 KeslnJian* 
301 s i l v e r coins, U.Aurelius (1 co5.n)-Corauoiu8 (1 coi 

18. Sieerth Porisho F l i n t s h i r e , k hoard possibly c 20 silver and 1 gold. 

Soutfa-geat £^Kland. 
19 p Erean Soxmn SomGroot. A Posoible Eoard. Soice coins found under 

the t u r f include gold pieces of Auguetusp Ifero end the Elder Sruous. 
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Didlaiadp, 

20o Alderton^ Eforthantao 

A gold coin of Antony end GOEO EepubUcon denariio 

CASmi. LOOSES OP feOLl? COIIiS. 

Sootlnndft 

A. ITorth of tho AHtonlno XIallo 

1« One aureuop S^peror unepooified; Srdooh, Perthshire, 

^0 lSS&^ ^ aurei 9 CallanderpPssthdMro lo 
Sr^ehp Stirlingahiro lo 

4. 

5o 

6« 

7-

8, 

9» 

1 or 2 aureij Port Blphlnatone, Abardeenshirep le 

Uatoh ICnouOp Koxialrgho^.irQ, 1.? 

T i t i i B . 

1 aureus; 

BoDitian, 1 aureuss 

Tra.1en<i 

PiotiPBo 

1 0 . I^areiana, 

(11 o 

1 aureusg 

1 " 

1 " 

( 1 2 . CongtnntlUB I 2 " 
13 • Honoriuo. 1 soliduoj 

B* Tho Antonino 17all» 
lo VoaisBgiano 2 auroij 

2. 

3^ 

46 

Tra.lsn. 

Hadriano 

1 aureus. 

1 " 

Dalginrooop Pertbebirep 

Hatch SaoxiQf Rosbur^ijSfihirea 

Dryaenp Stirlingohire* 

Camelonp S t i r l i n g o h i r e D 

Grieffp Perthshire, 

1 Birrenop Sumfoe 

1 Leoehel-Oushn.Op fberdeenahiroo 

Slainop AberdeaaQhirse 

Carrie-en p r7e ;t Lothiaop 1. 

Suntocherp DucsbartonabirOp lo 

Auohendav^Tp !)uiiabartonabiro6 

Suntochprp Dunbartonshire« 

e. South of tha Antonlne ŷ oll«. 
1, Mimiatuai?) 1 aureus, Dumfrieop EuLifrlosehirep 1. 
2. neroo 11 or 12 aurei. CanonbiSp Dunfrieoabirop l o 

1,? 



Casual loeaea of f^olA coins. 

3.' 

5. 
6. 

7* 

8p 

9* Othp 3 aureio 

10. 
l i o 

12. y i t e l l i u o . 1 aureus. 

1 3 , 

14. oiafl. 4 aurei. 

1 aureus. 

3 aurei. 

15. 

16 p ^gitup; 

I S . t r g j a n . 

20* . 

21. . 

2 2 . A. Piua. 3 Gurei 

2 3 . 
24. 

25. Caraoalla. 

2 6 . Crcta.: 

1 aureus. 

1 aureus. 
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Carluke, Lanarkshirot, 1. 

IJesT Olaesov;, Laziorkahiro, 1. 

Uetjstead, KoxburchsJiirop 2. 

!!iocles, BervTickohire, 1. 

Bufibsr, 2Qst Lothin, 1 . 

DruroMond Parish, Sumbartono: irop 1. 

Uauchope Brid£^, Buiafriesshiro, 1. 

Carluke, Lanarkshire, 1. 

Ii!ear Clas^ov?, Lenarkshix^, 1. 

Ponieuik, Llidlbthion, 1. 

Bi^giar, Lanarkshirep 1. 

Inveresk, l^idlotbiaa, 1. 

Hewatead, Eoaburghsbire, 1. 

f/atch Ehoue, Bosfcur^jhohirep 1. 

fiumfriesp Ihjusfriesshirop 1-. 

fiewateafl, ^oxburghehirep 2. 

Invereak, L'ldlothicn, 1« 

]>ruciQ)ond Parish, ])umbar!!)ona&irep 1. 

Hewsteadp Sostiir^hGhirep 1. 

Cr&ffiond, Iilidlothian, 1. 

Kinneil, Forfarehirep 1. 

Cranondp Ilidlotbianp 1. 

Cramond, Midlothian, 1. 

D, Unkaô vn yrovenance. 

1. Hero. 1 aureuflo 

2. Tro-ian. 1 aureus. 

E. liaorecise RefereKoes, 

• north of the An teniae t / a l l . 
Ardoohn Perthshire. , , * , j 

ifiQĈ  stbbAld*B ATiv)endiR to Gibson's Csnidaai "a large Koaan oedal of cold 
vjao found there." 



feguol losnos of i^old coinp.» 
South of tbp j\atonlne Uoll. 

172*^ gorflon^ ,ItineragiuB Saptentrloneloa p . l l 6 . 

"an ine7eSit)le quantity of llomn coins of Uold p . Silver^ end bsraosp 

of a l l Gorto," 

gQUohopo Bridgon Pumfrioogbiro, 

P.S,A . 3o l917- l8» Vol. Lllp po242o 

^^vjo oiih.es gold coins coy have b e ^ found o i t h the Qu:Feue of Otho 

tjlroady recorded • 

Addenda, o 
Horth of the fintonine nallo 

ColSd Castlea PerthoMrOo 

Gold or oilvor coino my have been found horoo 
Tho gopo/̂ a.!!>hy of Sootlonfl nasth of the Aa-toninq Uall,CgW7fordol949ftPe63< 

l o 

2. 

3« 

4. 

5P 

6 » 

7o 

80 

9 P 

10. 

11. 

12. 

13o 

14. 

l 5 o 

AumAatuSo 1 aureuoo 

geroo 16 aurelo 

^aterorookp Uestmorlondp 1 . 

Carranhur^hp l^orthuoherlondp 1 . 

Galha< 2 eureio 

Corhridgep " 

Gileogsto L]ooz*o Suvhamp 

Eoueop Yorkshireo 

York. 

ITetherbyp Cuaberlandp 

ScQleeceufjhp " 

Siddicbp " 

CarlislGp ** 

Haryportp 

liibcheeterp Lanosohlrep 

Chest er-lo-Street p Co.Surhco. 1 . 

2urgh-By-Sand e p Cuisber lend p 1 . 

1 . 

1 . 

l o 

l o 

I, 

lo 

2o 

1 . 

4o 

1 . 

1 . 



2 auFel, 

5 " 

Casual losooia of gold eolao. 
16 o Otlio 1 aureus 6 

17o V i t e l l l a a . 1 " 

l&m Voapasian« 6 cu r e i , 

1 9 . 

2 0 . 

21p 

22, 

23o y i t u a ^ 

24. 

25. Poaltian. 2 " 

26. 

28o 

2 9 » 

30. 

3 1 . 

32. HadyiBa, 

33 . Sabina. 

34 • A»Pius. 

3 5 . l^iva Fauatlna. 1 " 

^-AigQllue. 2 aurei. 

3 7 . 

3 8 . Julia Doninet.l aureus, 

3 9 . Carirauo. 1 " 

4 0 . Constaatlne I . 1 eolldus. 

4 10 Crispus t 1 aureus. 

4 2 . Conotajitiug I I p 3 e o l l d l . 

43o 

4 4 . 

4 5 . nafinen-tlua. 1 aolidus. 

- 1 0 9 -

Hencheste?!, LaQcasblrG^ 1 . 

1 aureus. 

1 

1 " 

1 . 

Clie8tcr-le~3trcet,Durhtiia» 2» 

navonsloss; Cuoberlandg 1 . 

CQrlloldg CuQbcrlandp 1 . 

Ilatlandp nostGorlend, 1 . 

KiX'khQi39 Lancaabireg 1 . . 

•?ejapleboroucbp Yorkabira^ 1 . 

Carlialep Ouaberland^ !• 

Corbridga, Korthufflberlandj 1 . 

Oarliola^ Cuioberland, 1.. 

Piercebridgep Durham^ 1 . 

i^ldborough, Torkabireg 1 . 

Erasapton, CumbGrlandj .1 . 

Ribcbester, Lancasbire, 1 . 

South Shield^9 Durham^ 1 . 

Corlislep Cumberland)) 1 . 

Carratjbur^jhs ITortbuaberland p i . 
" " 1 0 

Ribcbeeterp Lancacbire, 1 . 

South ShieldQp Durhanp 1 . 

Kexidalp UestBorlandp 1 . 

Carrawbureh $ Uorthu cberland p1» 

Holafirthp Torkebirep 

Brou(;h«»on~Hufflber p Torkab i r e, 

YorlEo ^ 

fiarlovT s i l l p l?r>rthuiDberlandpl. 

Beverleyp Y'-.rkshirep 1 . 

Yorkp 1 . 

r\3lstonop Horthuaborlandp l a 



Casual loGseg of gold colno. -110-

4 6 i ValsBtinian 1.2 s o l i d i . Saltburop Yorkahirop : 1* 

47 i Crayriggp tJeetaorlandp l o 
4 8 , Grattan» 2 " iJineateadp Yorkahirep 1 . 

49« Hlbcbesterp Loncaabirepl. 
50 . Ttteodoalua 1 solidus. Huncagter, Cuaberlandp 1 . 

51 • Aroadiuoo 1 ** Wiovl H i l l , Yorkshire. 

Xapreeice RefereneeSt 

Bgow?h-undar-'Stairiaorea PeotssorlaHd. 

1860.PiiQlIan p ?>ip,y28, refers to diocoveries of fioiaan coinsj "Pen gold 

onesp but many sil v e r and tfaouQands of braao ones." 

I v e ^ i l l o 

I860<it7hollan^ p.l^a refers to a f i e l d nearby ubore "a feu Tosan coino" 

- have boon foundp "one a gold pieco." 

' Carllale. Cusberland. > 
l,89!i.C«̂ »I» 13o ^ .149 . The Freoident shov7ofl aoaa gold colno fouiid 

I n C crliale. • 

iflldboroug-hy Yarkahirob 

Cibaonq Goujgh ot o l aay KoEon cold coing nere "of not infrequent 

ocourroaco" at Aldboroughp cited by n.Salth i n bis ileliqrue Igurianae. 

I 8 5 2 p p . 5 6 * 

i=;atrinfftoB:o Yorkshire 0 

Kalton Eoport 5 . 

?1ar.Y Kitnon Clark. laSo p.210. Several eol&t silver and copper 

coinsp from Tiberius to Constantino* 

StalntenB Yorkshire. 

Elfieop The Romano i n Clevelanflj. 1 9 2 3 . p.13. 

*'A. Koisan cold coin l a reported from StEinton." 

QroBmonto Yorkohire. 

Source as cited f o r Patrington abovo but p«86. An aocount of a 

report that a Soman gold coin nae found near Groemonto • 



Caouel loaaog of rold coxno. 
£lidlnnfic. 

1 . Au/motuo, 2 

2 . 

3 , TibQriuo. 5 

4 . 

5P 

6. 

7 , 

8 , Oeroo 4 

9 * 

1 0 , 

1 1 . Golba. 2 
t 

1 2 . 

13. Othoo I 

14« Vesgasien, 2 or 3 

1 5 , 

16. 

1 7 . Titug. 394 or 5 

l 8 o 

19o Tra.iQK. 2 

2 0 . 

2 1 . Eauatina Senior. 1 

2 2 . Julian I I . 1 

- 1 1 1 ~ 

Bolper, Serbyshirop 1 . 
Roughtonp liiorthsntsp 1 . 
ToTJoestorp BorthcmtOp 1 . 
Se&landp Cheohirep 1 . 
LettoMp Rerefardohirspl. 
nrcseter, Ehropshirep 1 . 
Upper AerleypIvorceeterGhirepl 9 
Chesterp CUeshirop 2 . 
Alvanleyp " 1 . 
Butlers Corstonp Oar;?ickBhiropl< 
Tiverton, Cheshirep I . 
Droitwicbp Uorcesterehirop 1 . 
IJallp Staffordshirep 1 . 
ChQrltonp ITortheatSp 1 « ? 
Brough-on-Hoep Dcrbyp 1 . 
Birming^haaip Uarnick^ 1 . 
CharltoHp ITorthantG, 1 . ? 
Ohestorp 3 or 4 . 

Leicesterp 1 

Chesterp 1 . 

Chesterp 1 . 

KibOTrth ?Taroourt gLeicsp 1 . 

23. Valeatlaicm I . 1 or 2 or 3.Thrapatonp Horthonts, 1 . ? 

24, rjolton Dowbrayp Loiosp 1 . 

2^0 Priabyp Leioeoterobirool.? 

26, Vnlena. 3 Stratford,l?Brwick3hirepl. 

27o : i c - , Helton Clonbreyp Leicsp 2 . 

2 8 . Valentinian H. 1 or 2 ( ? ) Thrspston, KorthantOp 1 . 

299 Frisbyp LeicootOEhirepl.? 



Casual loasoa of /?old coina. - l l S -
30• /^^cadlus. 1 Uppinghncj, Eutlandp 1. 

31. Rugeniua« 1 Irchesterp IJorthantSp 1. 

32. Konoriua. 1 beioesterp 1, 

33. Anaetaoiue. 1 Hear Leicestorp 1. 

Ifflprecige Roferenceg. 

Broufi^ on Moo. Serbyoblre. 

A gold coin of *Augu8tu8^p i t i s not clear whether the isord i o a 

t i t l e or the f i r s t emperor's OXJQ *royal name*. 

Keisall, Gheohire. O'. CTatkin Roman Cheshire. 

A Roman c^ld coin. 

Thomhau^hn IJorthanto. V,CoB» ITorthants^ I . p.220, 

A &omn cold coin. 

t^rpxetGi-a ahropahir6«f, 

Wrightp Uriconiump p.4(^9 Dr. S« ̂ ood reoiarked on the very 

email t o t a l of Boman gold coins found at Urozoterp " I have not 

ceen aoro than four or f i v e . " 

Oall» Staffordshire. V.C.H. Staffordshire I . p.194. 

Coins poriodicslly found, of Tiberius end otbcrsp (sold, oilvor and copper, 

Hltherle.y. Leiceeteyahlreo 

"Great nuoberG of coinep brosa and sil v e r , and oome cold." Stukeleya 

Itinerarima Curiooutnn i . p.20. 

Aloeater. Kgrgickabire. 
"Eoa©n coina of a l l cietale i n great abundance"p Oou!?h's CnpdennIlB457j 

Upper AerleVo Poroeetershirop 

Homan coinsp soise said to be coldp have been found here. Plttp 

Biatogy of Staffordshire. io2Q2. 

3outh''Sr.at .^ffland . . 

1. Golchestosj Essoz. 2 . , 2 



- 1 1 3 -

Claudius, 
2. Colcheaterp Eases. 2 

3 . Abbota Lengleyp Berts. 1 

4. Ring fiillpCaoibridgeshire. 1 

Iloroo 

5o Elmeteadp Sasex. 1 

6o Chelmsford p Ziesez. 2 

7 . Siohboroughp Kent. 2 

8, ^haddonp Bucks. 1 

9. Caiater-by-^oruiohp [Norfolk. 1 

jTeagasianp 

1 0 , Heloin£;ham, Suffolk. 1 

lie Harrow V^ealdp Middlesez.l or moreo 

12. Totternhoop Sedfordabire. 1 

13. 32oxt70rth, Cambridgeshire, 1 

Pqmitian, 

14. Grimsbyp Li n c o l n s h i r e . 1 

15. Croydonp Surrey. 1 

Tra.lan. 

1 6 . Ashwellp Herts. 1 

Hadrian. 

1 7 . Colcliestier, Esoez. 1 

Veruso 

I d . Colcbestorp Essex, i. 

Geverus. 

1 9 . Colchesterp Essex. 1 

Valerian I . 

2 0 . L i t t l e p o r t p Cambridgeshire. 1 

Carus. 

2 1 . Silcheotor, Bants. 1 

Cerlnus. 

At le38t four, 
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Casual losaee of fold coins, 

2 2 . Sandwich, Rent. 1 

2 3 . Blchborou^p Kent. 1 

Diocletian. 

24. Silchester, Hants.1 

Kaxifliian a, 1 

2 5 . Chale, I s l e of Uight.l 

CarauBius» 2 

26. Etilchester, Hmits.! 

2 7 . Speen, Berkshire. 1 

Alleotuso" 2 

2 8 . Sllcbestor, Hants.1 

2 9 . Heading, Berkshire, 1 

Liflinlus I . . 1 

3 0 . Chesterfordp Useex.l 

Constantius I I . 2 

31. Seaford, Siisoex, 1 

3 26 Colchester,Essex.1 
Uaffnentius. 1 

3 3 . RichboroTi^^pKent ,1 

Valentlnlan I . 8 

3 4 . ^eno Valley. 1 

3 5 . Glatton, Huntingdonobire.l 

3 6 . Norvjoodp Cambridge. 1 

37. Wisbech, Cambridge. 1 

3 8 . Croydon, Surrey. 2 

39* Lympnep Kent. 1 

40. Springhead, Kent.l 

Valens. 2 or 3 

41e Colcheeter,Essex^ 1 

4 2• Eichborou^p Kent.l 



- 1 1 5 -

Cssue.l loqcort of f ^ l d coins. 

4 3 . Yaxley, Huntinsdonehlro. 1 ? 

Gratian. 1 

4 4 . Siohboxoughp Kent. 1 

gheodoaiuo I . 2 

4 5 . Colchesterp Essex. 1 

4 6 . ScdesboumepSuaaex.l 

H^lraue. 1 

4 7 . ColchesterpBsaex, 1 

ArcBdius. 11 

4 8 . ColcheaterpEsoex. 2 

4 9 . KicbboroughpEont. 8 

5 0 . aorwiehp Horfolk. 1 

Sonorius» 7 

3 1 . ColchesterpEssez.' 2 

5 2• Richboroughp Kent ,2 

5 3 . HorvTlchp Ktsfolk. 1 

5 4 . Hoxnep Suffolk, 1 

5 5 . L i t t l e SuniaoCTpEssezal 
Valeatinian I H . 4 

5 6 . ChiohootcrpSuiBsez.l 

5 7 . GbathQB, Kent. 1 

5 8 . ? Bury St.Fdaiundep Suffolkol 
59', ParringtonpCambridesshire.l 

A, V i t u s . 2 

6 0 , Eoop Kent. 1 

6 1 , Lowestoft,Suffolk.l 
Hn.lorian, 1 

6 2 , Carlsbrookep Is l o of Uight.l 
L.Soverus. 1 

6 3 , Carisbrookeplele of (7i^ht.l 
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Casual losaoa of f?old co;'.a8. 

AnastaQlus. 1 

64. CiiaterburypKsnt. 1 , 

Justin I . 1 

65.. ColchestcrpEssex. 1 

Itaarecise iisforeaces. 

660 Clopton.Saffclka A Koman gold coin, 

67. Junstablo, Bedferdshireo many si t e finds i n a l l jaetiila, 

Auguotuo - Baltcatiuso 
6 8 . ktno Vall(^yo Huntinf^donohire. About ten Koman gold coins, 

69. Chestertoaq Huntinfjdonohtrfto Roman coins, one gold, several s i l v e r . 

3outh-Wq3t i::nif?land. 

Claudius; 1 

1. Cirencester, Gloucestershire.1 

Mere. 4 

2. Cirencester, Glbucestez&ireo 1 

3. Lydneyp " 1 

4o Bathp Somerset. 1 

5. £xeter, Sevon. 1 

Heayo-Oalba Interrej°num. 1 

6. l i ^ s t Cornmll. 1 

Vesaeeiano i 

7. Cirencester. 1 

Titus. 1 

3. Lydney. 1 

Pomitian. 1 

9» I?eer Bxeter. 1 

Carausius. 1 

10. Cirencester. 

Conatantius I I . 1 

1 1 . Taunton, 3 :;erset.l 
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12. 

13. 
1&. 
1 5 -

1 6 . 

1 7 . 

18. 

1 9 -

2 0 . 

2 1 . 

2 2 . 

2 3 . 

2 4 . 

2 5 . 

2 6 . 

2 7 -

2 8 , 

29 0 

30c 

3 1 . 

J u l i a n x l . 1 

a t . Agaocp Cornwall . 1 

ValentlniBK I . 3 

S-J. /'cnecpeornuall. 1 

Topehorn, Seven. 1 

Cirencestt^r. 1 • 

Vclens. 3 

Cirencestor. 1 

Horley, • 1 

tTarlboroughi 1 

Srotian» 1 

Cironcestor. 1 

Valentinian I I . 1 

Cheddar,Somerset. 1 

(ThGOdoaluo I . . 2 

Shejiherdine, Oloucestahire.l 

^ear Earnotaple. 1 

Honorluo, 

Cironeestor. 

Thase, Oxfordshire. 

laprooioG Reforeneea. 

Dorchester, Oxfordshire. 

Cirenceoter. 

Long Ashton, Soseraet. 

Barnmcd, Gloucester. 

Ccdbury, Soaeraet. 
Red H i l l , " i l l a h i r e i - EotEan coins p e r i o d i c a l l y found, cany bronze, 

eoKo e i i v e r , at ieaot one pold, 

Honkton I?OTO« f7ilt3hire»- A Hoaan gold coin. 
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Casual lossoo of ffold coins, 
nalea. 

Tiberius.. 1 

1 . Carnarvon. 1 

nero. 5 

2 . Y Gaer, Brecon. 2 

3« Caerleon, Honmouthshire,1 

4. fiioel PenllipDenbiehsbire.l 

5 . Llanx-hudd, Denbighshire. 1 

Otho. 1 

6o Abergavenny, i3onmouthehireol 

Vespasianp 2 

7a Cold Parish. 1 

8o CaersvvspSIontgomery shire .1 

Tra.lan. 1 

9 « Llannrda Farishp Carmarthens^iireol 

Hadrian. 1 

1 0 . Caerloon. 1 

Pius. 1 

1 1 . Caerleono 1 

Poetum^s. 1 

1 2 . Caerleon. 1 

Caraustusn 1 

1 3 . Neath, Glamorgan. 1 

Alleotue. 2 

1 4 . BrvM^enp Carmarthenshire ,1 

15. Chapel Eormon, " 1 

Arcadius. 1 

1 6 . Sai^ Blenp " 1 

Vamio Refere-ncesa 

1 7 . Diserth Pariah, Plintshlrep A Roman gold coin. 



Casual losses of gold coins. 
18 . Ceig Uouatain. Prestatyn. Hear here, 20 coins found i n 1868, a 

poesibl© hoard J I 9 s i l v e r , one ̂ old. 

Addenda. 
8outh-East iSoj?land. 

Tiberius 

!?oro 

Galba 

IHaximian 

Crispus 

Ronorius 

Arcadlus 

1 

1 
1 
2 

1 
1 
2 

South-g?est England. 

.Valentinian I 1 

London 

Brixton, I s l e of O'ight. 
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REFERMCES TO THE COIN Rl'JGISTER. 

Serial Number Source 

Gold ' 
Hoards 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

Gold plus 1 
s i l v e r 

2 hoards. 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

p.S.A.S.1917-18,p.241 

A.A. 1908. 

A.A. 1911. 

N.C. 1948, p.79. 

V.C.H. Nhn-ts, I,p.2l6. 

G.LI. 1796, p.983. 

V.C.H. St a f f s , I.p.189. 

" Hunts, I , p.266. 

" S t a f f s , I , p.190. 

" Somerset I , p.359* 

N.C. 1957, pp.17-22. 

" 1891, proceedings,p.10. 

S.A.C. 8, p.290. 

L on .Antiq.1,1. 

A.C. 1940, pJ22 f f . 

A.C. 1875. 

A.A. 1911. pp. »3-4-

N.C. 1963. fP-tl-6.-

A.A. 1911. p. 2,11. 

Cleveland. 

Hu l l tiuseum. 

A.A. 1911. 

G.M.; 1833, p.4. 

A., 1787, p.428. 

Clarke. 

A.73, pp.90-1; 1922-3. 

V.C.H., Berks, I , p.212. 

Reg-ion. 

Scotland 

N.E. England 
I I It 

I I I I 

N.U. " 

Ilidlands. 

S.'J. England 

S.E. " 

T7ales 

N.E. England 

N.W. 

Lidlands. 

S.E. England 
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Losses. 
of .e-old. 

B. 

12 Arch.J., 1846, p.162. S.E. England 

13 Fox; 1923, p.226. I I I I 

14 Gough's Camden, I I . I I I I 

15 ]f.C.l869, p.372. 11 I I 

16 A. Cant., 1967, p.116. n I I 

17 N.C. 1900. Tales. 

18 F l i n t s h i r e ; Davies I I 

19 Dohson, 1931. S. .'. England 

20 V.C.H. a t s , I , p.215. Lidlands 

1 P.S.A.S. 1917-18 Scotland 

2 I I I I I I I I 

3 I I I I I I I I 

4 " 1923-4 I I 

5 1949-50 I I 

6 " 1917-18 I I 

7 " 1956-7 I I 

8 " 1917-18 I I 

' 9 I I I I I I 

10 " 1949-50 I I 

11 1917-18 I I 

12 I I I I I I 

13 I I I I I I 

1 I I ' I I I I 

2 Duntocher, Kohertson, I I 

3 F.S.A.S.1917-18 I I 

4 Duntocher, Eohertson. I I 

1 F.S.A.S.1917-18 I I 

2 I I I I I I I I 

3 1) I I I I I I 
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4. P.S.A.S. 1917-18. Scotland. 

5. 

23 

24 

25 

26 

D. 1 

2 

I I I I 

6. 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 " 1923-24 

13 " 1917-18 

14 

I I I I 

I I I I 

I I I I 

M I I 

I I I I 

I I I I 

I I I I 

15 

16 

17 " 1949-50 

18 " 1917-18 

19 I I I I 

I I I I 20 

21 Stukeley, L e t t e r s . 

22 P.S.A.S. 1917-18 
11 I I 

I I I I 

I I I I 

1 Bishop Nicholson, I688. N. England, 

2 A.A* V. 40. 

4 W& B%CAA/aJt\&A3f, " 

5 Bov/es Museum Catalogue. " 



- 1 2 3 -References to the Coin Register. 
6 Home, Roman York. N. England. 

? I I I I I I I I I I 

8 C.W. Tcns ; A . S A - © 11 I I 

9 H II p.soa, 
10 I I I t 

11 I I I I Si. S". I I I t 

12 If I I X' iS"' I I I I 

13 Watkin, Roman Lancashire. I I I I 

14 B.M. Catalogue. I I I I 

15 I I I I 

16 Watkin, Roman Lancashire. I I I I 

17 If I I I I f . 2U>I I I M 

18 B.M. Catalogue. I I I I 

19 C.W. Tens. Z' 5"S. A O . I I I t 

20 " 1. 1 a. - 5*4 I I I t 

21 It ?• I^f 

22 V/atkinh, Roman Lancashire. f . zob I I I t 

23 May, Tempieborough. p-63. I I I t 

24 C.W. Tens. a - f e -So i ; I I I I 

25 A.A. I<JII- I t I I 

26 Utd^&ls ^tAhoak , At- S • • I I I I 

27 A.A.a..7.8*J. I I I I 

28 Reliquae burianae p. S'6 I I I I 

29 C.W. Tens. 0 . - 4 - iS"3- I I I I 

30 Watkin, Roman Lancashire. I I I I 

31 A.A. a-io-aTs-Ff I I I t 

32 C.W. Tens. I - 13.1^7 I I I I 

33 A.A. 2-8.4.0 I I I I 

34 A.A. X'S"^ I I I I 

35 V/atkin, Roman Lancashire. I I 11 

36 hurt's.€-5 : S>w.pjiAM,<»-.lfi20»^-iel. I I I I 
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37. Nicholson .ef, C-W/.Tcflj, r» N. England 

38 A.A. JL. g r / ^ . " " 

39 H u l l Museum. Ao^o-t, O^'MflA-fi'^--" " 
40 oflOiiton^S • ^-^6. " » 

41 Home, Roman York. " " 

42 e.s.A'N. 2..4.5La.e " " 

43 Malton, 5- ^ - ^ ^ " " 

44 Home, Roman York. " " 

45 gS.A.t^lX't^.lO. 

46 Malton, 5 - f- ' ^ ^ 

47 C.W. Tens. X.aS,J'44F. " " 

48 Malton, 5. p. 140. " " 

49 Watkin, Roman Lancasliire " " 

50 C.W. Tons. Z.^B.Sun " " 

51 «a«d^ett*,s^. P-'37. 

1 V.C.H. Derby, I , p.254. Midlands. 

2 " Nhts, I , 218. " 

3 " Nhts, I,p.185. " 

4 Watkin, Roman Cheshire. " 

5 B.M. Catalogue. " 

6 V.C.K. Shropshire,I,pp.220,256. " 

7 " St a f f s , I , p.193. " 

8 Watkin, Roman Cheshire, f.aa? " 

9 Thomson, " " 

10 Bhm.Soc, 1945-6, p.171. " 

11 Thomson, Roman Cheshire. " 

12 V.C.H., Worcs, I , p .208. " 

13 " St a f f s , I,p.194. 

14 " Nhts, I , p.216. " 

15 " Derby, I,p .206. " 
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16 Bhm. Soc. » P-«i7 Midlands 

17 V.C.H., I'fhts, I,p.216. " 

18 Watkin, Roman Cheshire. P-ag? " 

19 B.M. Catalogue. " 

20 Thomson, Roman Cheshire. P-̂ Ŝ  
22 " f'Xi^ It 

22 V.C.H., Leics, I,p.214. " 

23 " Nhts., I,p.221. " 

24 " L e i c s , I , p .215. " 

25 B.M. Catalogue. " 

26 V.C.H., Warwick, I,p.248. " 

27 Leics.Soc. O.S., xx, p.207. " 

28 V.C.H., l^hts, I,p .221. " 

29 B.M. Catalogue. " 

30 V.C.H., Rutland, I,p.93. " 

31 " Nhts, I , p.218. " 

32 B.M. Catalogue. " 

33 Stukeley's Ifett«fe&)>r«AU> P-â . 

1 Colchester Museum,I928,pp.57-60.S.E. England, 

2 " " " pp .57-60. " 

3 V.C.H., Herts, I , p.147. 

4 Fox, 1923. " " 

5 Colchester Museum, 1937-44,p.26. " " 

6 " " 1928,pp.47-60t. " " 

7 - K.C. 1940, p.74. " " 

8 Stukeley's L e t t e r s . " " 

9 N.C. 1859, P.48. " 

10 V.C.H., Suffolk, I,p.308. 

11 " Middlesex, I,p.71. " " 

12- " Bedford, I , p.5. " " 

13 Otukoloy^'b Lottejo-. ^ 
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14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

29 

30 

31 

32 

33 

34 

35 

36 

37 

38 

39 

49 

41 

42 

43 

B.M. Catalogue. 

11 I I 

V.C.H., Herts, I , p.149. 

Colchester Museum,1928,pp.57-60 

I I I I I I I I I t 

S.E. England. 

I I I I I I 

B.M. Catalogue. 
I I I I 

J.B.A.A., 1847, p.336. 

N.C. 1940, p.74. 

Thomson;Silchester,pp .628-9. 

Antiquary, V., I 8 8 2 , p.5 1 . 

Thomson; Silchester. 

V.C.H., Berks, I,p.214. 

B.M. Catalogue. 

V.C.H., Berks, I,p.212. 

Antiqua Explorata, Neville,pp.1 3 - 1 4 . 

B.M. Catalogue. S.E. 

Colchester Museum,1928,pp.§7-60 " 

Richborough V. " 

V.C.H., Hunts, I,p.233. " 

" " " p.265. " 

B.M. Catalogue. " 
I I I I i> 

G.M. 1791 , P .595. " 

Roach Smith; Kent , l 8 5 g,p . 2 6 0 . " 

A. Cant. 1966, p.70. " 

Colchester Museum,I928,pp.57-60." 

N.C. 1940, p.74. " 

V.C.H., Hunts, I,p.269. " 
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44 Richhorough V. S.E. England 

45 Colchester Museum,1928,pp.57-60. " " 

46 B.M. Catalogue. " " 

47 Colchester ̂ useum,1928,pp.57-60. " " 

I I I I M t l I I I I 11 

49 . Richborough V. n h 

50 B.M. Catalogue. " " 

51 Colchester Museum,I928,pp.57-60. " " 

52 Richhorough V. n n 

53 B.M. Catalogue. " " 

54 V.C.H., Suffolk, I,p.305. " " 

55 Colchester Museum,1933, p . l 8 . " " 

56 V.C.H., Sussex, I I I , p . 4;p . l 6 . " " 

57 " Kent, I , p.376. " 

58 Sutherland; Anglo-Saxon Gold " " 
coinage; p.15 

59 J.R.S., 1922, X I I , p.98. " " 

60 • N.C. 1867, Proceedings, p.7. " " 

61 B.M. Catalogue. " " 

62 Antiquary, V, l882, p.51. " " 

63 Antiquary, V, 1882, p.51. " " 

64 N.C. 1840, p . 8 . " " 

65 Colchester Museum,I928,pp.57-6O. " " 

66 V.C.H., Suffolk, I , p.301. " " 
67 " Beds, Part 5, p . 7 . " " 

68 " Hunts, I , p.233; I926. " " 

I I t l I I I I " » 

I ••' 

1 Real; 1958. S.IV. England 
2 I I " 

3 Lydney Park; p.73 .̂ " " 

4 Scarth; Aquae Soli s ; p.133. " " 
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5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

29 

30 

31 

1 

2 

3 

B.K. Catalogue. 

V.C.H., Cornwall, I , p.43 

Lydney Park; p.73. 

B.M. Catalogue. 

Real; I958. 

V.C.H., Somerset, I,p.367. 

" Cornwall,Part 5, p.12. 

" " p.34. 

" " p.12. 

G.M. 1763, pp.187-8. 

Real; 1958. 

V.C.H., Oxford, I,p.388. 

W.A.N.H.M., XIX, 1881, p.86. 

Real; 1958. 

B.M. Catalogue. " 

Coins Digest,September 1970,p.66." 

S.W. England 

B.M. Catalogue. 

Real; I958. 

V.C.H., Oxford, I,p.344. 

" " " p.294. 

Real; 1958. 

V.C.H., Somerset, I , p.364. 

W.A.N.H.M., XIV,1874,pp.188-9. 

V.C.H., Somerset,I,p.358. 

W.A.M.H.M. 

S.W. 

Hav>erfield; Roman Wales; p.33. Wales 

" p.68. " 

N.C.1890, p.263. 
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Addenda. 

4 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

15 

16 

17 

18 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

Haverfield;Roman B r i t a i n i n I914. Wales. 

Denbighshire-; Davis, p.317. " 

Haverfield;Roman Wales; p.75. " 

Davis; F l i n t s h i r e ; pp.263-4. " 

B u l l e t i n ; A p r i l I968; p.139. " 

R.C.A.H.1. Carmarthen;p.203,No.596." 

N.C.1890, p.263. 

I I I I I I I I 

Lee; Delineations, p.50. " 

Haverfield, Roman V/ales, p . l 0 7 . " 

Newsletter; I97O, p.2. " 

A.C.IV, 1876, p .77 . 

R.C.A.H.M. Carmarthen,p.207,No.605." 

Davis; F l i n t s h i r e . , " 

A.C.I958; p .70.' " 

London Museum,Catalogue No .3,p .l90. S.E. England, 

A., V l l , 1787, p.126. 
I t I I I I I I 

R.C.H.M., London, 3,p.l90. 

I I I I I I 

A., V, 1779, pp.291-305. 

I I I I I I I I I I I I 
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TABLE ONE. 

A CHRONOLOGICAL AND REGIONAL CATALOGUE OP ROMAN GOLD 

Wales. 

COINS FOUND IN BRITAIN. (EXCLUDING KOARD̂ . 

Wales. Scotland. NorUiem Ehgland. Midlands. Southern England. Wales. 

Augustus 1 (? ) 1 2 

Tiberius 5 . 3 1 

Claudius 5 

Nero 14 or 15 16 4 12 4 

Interregnum 

Galba 2 2 1 

Otho 3 1 1 1 

V i t e l l i u s 1 1 

Vespasian 7 or 8 6 2 or 3 5 or more 3 

T i t u s 2 2 3,4 or 5 1 

Domitian 3 2 2 

Trajan 8 5 2 1 1 

Marciana 1 

P l o t i n a 1 

Hadrian 1 1 1 1 

Sabina 1 

Pius 3 1 

Faustina I 1 1 

Verus 1 

Aurelius 2 

S.Severus 1 

J. Domna 1 

Caracalla 1 

Creta 1 

Valerian I 1 

Aurelian 1 

Carus 1 

Carinus 1 2 
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TABLE ONE. (Cont.) 

Scotland, Northern England.. Midlands. Southern England. Wales. 

D i o c l e t i a n 1 

Maximian 3 

Caruasius 3 1 

A l l e c t u s 2 2 

Constantius I 2 

Constantine I 1 3 

L i c i n i u s I 1 

Crispus 1 1 

Constantius I I 3 3 1 

Magnentius 1 1 

J u l i a n I I 1 

Valentinian I 2 1,2,or 3 12 

Valens 3 5 or 6 

Gratian 2 2 

Valentinian I I 1 or 2(?) 1 

Theodosius I 1 4 

Arcadius 1 1 13 1 

Eugenius 1 

Honorius 1 1 8 

M. Maximus 1 

Valentinian I I I 4 

Avitua 2 

Majorian 1 

L.Severus 1 

Anastasius 1 1 

J u s t i n I 1 
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TABLE TWO. 

THE COMPOSITION OF FIRST CENTURY GOLD HOARDS. 

The Bredgar, Kent, Hoard, 

J u l i u s Caesar. 

Augustus. 

Ti b e r i u s . 

Claudius. 

Aurei. 

1 

12 

17 

4 

The l a t e s t coins included were issues of 41-2 A.D. 

B. The Llanelen, Monmouth, Hoard. 

An uncertain number of aurei, a l l of them Claudian, 

C. A Comparison of Later F i r s t Century Aurei Hoards. 

Nero 

Vespasian 

Ti t u s 

Domitian 

Alton 

S t a f f o r d s h i r e . 

0 

1 

1 

1 

Caerleon 

Monmouth 

2 

1 

1 

1 

Broomholm 

Dumfries 

3 or 4 

2 

0 

1 

D. The Callingwood, Staffordshire, Hoard. 

Approximately t h i r t y aurei o f Augustus, Nero, Galba, 

Vespasian and Domitian. Date range 29 B.C. - 96 A.D. 
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TABLE THREE. 

A COMPARATIVE TABLE OF THE AUREI FROM SCOTLAND, THE CORBRIDGE 
GOLD HQ/IHD OF 1911, THE THORNGRAFTON HOARD; AND OF THE LATTER 

HOARD'S DENARII. 

Scotland. Corbridge. Thorngrafton. 

aurei a u r e i . aurei d e n a r i i 

Republican 0 0 0 9 
Augustus 1 (? ) 0 0 0 

Claudius 0 0 1 0 

Nero 14 10 1 1 

Galba 0 3 0 3 

Otho 3 3 0 1 

V i t e l l i B 1 X 0 0 

Vespasian 7 15 1 16 

T i t u s 2 11 0 0 

Domitian 3 5 0 8 

Nerva 0 0 0 1 

Trajan 8 47 0 17 

P l o t i n a 1 0 0 0 

Marciana 1 1 0 0 

Hadrian 1 35 0 4 

Aelius 0 1 

Sabina 0 3 

A. Pius 3 13 

Faustina I 0 7 

A ^ r e l i u s 0 4 

Caracalla 1 0 

Creta 1 0 

C.Chlorus 2 0 
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TABLE FOUR. 

A COMPARATIVE TABLE OF THE THORNGRAFTON« BIRDOSWALD 

1930 and 1949, and CORBRIDGE 1911, HOARDS. 
Thorngrafton 

Aurei Denarii 

Birdoswald 

Denarii 

Corbridge 

Aurei 

Republican 0 9 17 

Antony 0 0 7 

Augustus 0 0 2 

Claudius 1 0 0 

Nero 1 1 2 10 

Galba 0 3 ) 3 3 

Otho p 1 ) CIVIL 3 

V i t e l l i u s 0 0 ) WARS 1 

Vespasian 1 16 ) 15 

Titua 0 ) 14 11 

Domitian 8 ) FLAVIANS 5 

Nerva 1 1 0 

Trajan 17 9 47 

Marciana 0 0 1 

Hadrian 4 3 36 

Sabina 3 

Aelius 1 

A, Pius 13 

Faustina I 7 

Aureiius 4 
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TABLE FIVE. 

LATE ROMAN GOLD AND SILVER COINS FOUND IN IRELAND. (CASUAL 

LOSSES OF SOLIDI AND A TABLE OF THE COLERAINE SILVER HOARD). 
Coleraine 

S o l i d i Sxliquae 

22 Constantius I I 

75 Julian I I 

1*̂  Jovian 

B a l l i n t o y & New Grange 2 34 Valentinian I 

Near Dublin 1 71 Valens 

85 Gratian 

17 Valentinian I I 

New Grange 1 41 Theodosius I 

52 M. Maximus 

8 Victor 

37 Eugenius 

142** Arcadius 

141 Honorius 

5 Constantine I I I 

x Also 1 miliarense 

seas Including 1 h a l f - s i l i q u a e 

I n a d d i t i o n to these 731 coins the Coleraine hoard contained 751 

u n i d e n t i f i e d s i l i q u a e , 195 more siliquae - Valens, Gratian and 

Honorius - are said to have been found l a t e r near the same spot. 
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TABLE SIX. 

ROMAJJ GOLD COINS UTILISED IN JEWELLERY. 

1. Severus Alexander 

2. Constantius I 

3. Magnentius 

4. Arcadius 

5. Honorius 

6. Avitus 

7. Anthemius 

Ring 

Pandant 

Pendant 

Pendant 

Pendant 

Pendant 

Pendant 

Il c h e s t e r , Somerset. 

Birrens, Dumfriesshire. 

Reculver, Kent. 

Kirkby Knowle, Yorkshire. 

Kirkby Knowle, Yorkshire. 

Lowestoft, Suffolk. 

Chatham, Kent. 

References. 

1. Catalogue of the f i n g e r rings i n the B r i t i s h Museum, I907, No.267. 

2. Proceedings of the Society of Antiquaries of Scotland, L l l , I 9 I 7 - I 8 . 

3. The A n t i q u i t i e s of Richborough, Reculver and Lymne, Roach Smith I85O. 

4. V i c t o r i a County History, Yorkshire. 

5. V i c t o r i a County History, Yorkshire. 

6. Cough's Camden, Second E d i t i o n , 1806, Volume I I , page 172. 

7. V i c t o r i a County History, Kent. 
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